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cause she is dependent on the South. From her 
trade with the South she derives annually an in- | 
come of more than six hundred million, besides 
giving employment to millions of her starving 
population. What does she derive from the ex- 
yort trade of the North? Not one cent; because 
it is all consumed. Her bread, when there is a 
failure in Europe of crops, she sometimes gets 
from your ports. This is all. This does not con- 
stitute a basis of trade; because it is consumed, 
and hence no source of income. 

We at the South understand the strength of our 
position. The step we are about to take 1s not one 
of our own choosing, but from necessity. That 
necessity you have created, against our repeated 
protests, as well as against our threats. You have 
not heeded our solemn protests, and you have 
laughed to scorn our threats. As you have 
scorned our threats, so we now scorn yours, and 
we defy your power. 

Do not, I implore you, ar that Virginia 
will submit to oppression. She loves this Union, 
and will sacrifice all, except her honor and the 
liberties of her people, to preserve it. You now 
assail both. She has called her young men and 
her old men ‘together around her council board. 
They have left their swords at home, because 
their presence sometimes engenders strife. 

They want peace, and not war; but if you do 
not acknowledge the sovereignty of Virginia, and 
the equality of her people, you will find them, too, 
on the war path. 


Mr. WEBSTER obtained the floor. 
SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I presume the gentleman 
from Maryland does not desire to proceed this 
evening; and I ask him to yield to me to enable 
me to present a resolution. 


Mr. WEBSTER. I yield to the gentleman 


from Tennessee. 


Mr. RUST. I must object to any business 
being done. There are not twenty members in 


the Hall. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The resolution is merely 
designed to facilitate the investigation provided 
for in the resolution introduced yesterday by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Pryor.] 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee of three, appointed 
under the resolution of the 14th instant, have leave to sit 
during the sessions of the House, and to employ a reporter, 


who shall also act as clerk, at a rate of compensation not 
exceeding that usually paid for similar services. 


Mr. RUST. I object to that resolution. 

_Mr. MAYNARD. It is a customary resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. RUST. I donotcare. I object to it ut- 
terly. Lam opposed to the employment of any 
more reporters. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. It was the under- 


standing of the House that no business should be 
done this evening; and whilst I have no objection 
to the resolution, I think we ought to carry out 
that understanding in good faith. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas to withdraw his objection to 
the resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
on condition that he shall strike out that portion 
of it which authorizes the committee to employ a 
stenographer. What necessity can there be for 
the employment of a stenographer? 

Mr. MAYNARD. We have to take some 
testimony. 

Mr. RUST. I object to the resolution. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled ‘* An act 
for the relief of Hockaday and Ligget;’? when 
the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Patton, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate had | 
feomd bill of the House for the relief of George | 
1. Giddings, with amendments, in which he was 
requested to ask the concurrence of the House. 
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MONDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1861. 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 


Mr. MAYNARD entered a motion to recon- 
| sider the vote by which the resolution reporte 


| by him this morning from the Committee of | 


| Claims in relation to the claim of Richard W. 

| Meadé was laid upon the table. 

| And then, on motion of Mr. CLARK, of Mis- 
souri, (at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes, 
p- m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, February 16, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 


The Secretary called the Senate to order. 

Mr.POWELL. Mr. Secretary, the Vice Pres- 
ident is indisposed this morning, and will not be 
able to take his seat as President of the Senate. 


ate. 

The Secretary. Senators, it is moved and 
seconded that Mr. Foor take the chair as Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 
Foor will please take the chair. 

There being no objection, Mr. Foor took the 
| chair as President pro tempore, and directed the 
| Journal to be read. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of 
Representatives yesterday, were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated be- 
low: 

A bill (No. 655) granting a pension to Prentis 
Champlain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (996) for the relief of Azel Spaulding— 
| to the Committee on Clgims. 


| 
| COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
' 


Mr. HALE. I am instructed unanimously by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to ask the Senate 
to reconsider a vote which was taken yesterday. 
I was not in the Senate Chamber when the vote 
was taken excusing the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. Tuomson] from serving upon that commit- 
tee. I wish to say that the intercourse of the com- 
mittee with the chairman has been, without any 
interruption, of the kindest character, and they 
are unwilling to have this tie broken so near the 


close of the session; and it is their unanimous || 


request that he be continued. I have mentioned 


sider the vote, so that the committee may have 
the benefit of his service for the remainder of the 
term. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New Hampshire moves to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate discharged the Senator 
from New Jersey from further service upop the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GREEN. Not in his absence. 

Mr. HALE. I have seen the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the ques- 
tion recurs on the motion to excuse the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a motion to print a letter of 
the Treasurer of the United States, communicat- 
ing copies of his accounts for the Post Office De- 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1860, have 
instructed me to ask that the committee be dis- 
charged, the usual number having been printed in 
the House of Representatives. 

The committee were discharged. 

Mr. FITCH. The same committee, to whom 
was referred a report of the acting Secretary of 
| the Interior, communicating, in compliance with 

a resolution of the Senate, a transcript of all ac- 
| counts paid for the erection of the east and west 


I move that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Foot] | 
take the chair as President pro tempore of the Sen- | 


If there be no objection, Mr. | 


| 
| 
| 





the fact to him, and I hope the Senate will recon- | 
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building, and for alterations and repairs to the 
south front of the same, do not deem themselves 
the proper tribunal for the decision of the question 
of printing this document. They ask that they 
be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. If that committee deem 
it worthy of publication, the Senate, of course, on 
the recommendation of that committee, wil! print 
the usual number. That was the only question 
referred to the Committee on Printing. They re- 
port it back, with the request that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and the Committee on Printing be discharged from 
the further consideration of it. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PATENT OFFICE AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


Mr. FITCH. I desire to call up the resolution 
introduced by the Committee on Printing a day 
or two since, on the subject of the agricultural 
The Senator 
from Maine, I believe, desires to amend it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will ask the Senator from 
Indiana to allow me, before he proceeds with the 
discussion of it, to make a report, 

Mr. FITCH. I understand there will be no 
discussion. 

The motion of Mr. Fircu was agreed to; and 
the Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, reported by him from the Committee 
on Printing, on the 14th instant: 

Resolved, That twenty thousand additional copies of the 
annual report of the Commissioner of Patents on agricul- 
ture, for the year 1860, be printed for the use of the Senate ; 
and five thousand additional copies for distribution by the 


Interior Department, including sixteen pages of illustra- 
tions. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT MICHLER’S REPORT. 
Mr. FITCH. Areportof the Secretary of War, 


communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, Lieutenant Michler’s report of his 
survey for an inter-oceanic ship canal near the 
Isthmus of Darien, was yesterday referred to the 
Committee on Printing on the question of print- 
ing the usual number. It is not usual to refer that 
question to thecommittee. Although | have had 


| no consultation with my colleagues upon the com- 


mittee on the subject, | think I can speak for them 
in this matter, when I say they desire to be re- 
lieved from the consideration of the question of 
printing the usual number of documents of this 
kind? It is for the Senate to decide. The com- 
mittee, therefore, ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of that report. 

Mr. GREEN. Then it should be now con- 
sidered. It is Lieutenant Michler’s report. 

The motion to discharge the committee was 


| agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN. I ask for the present consider- 
ation of the motion in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The commit- 
tee has been discharged; and the question now is 
on the motion to print the usual number. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 866) 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, submitted 
the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
866) to supply deficiencies in the a priations for the fis- 
eal year ending June 30, 1861, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend to their respect- 
ive Hlouses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the second 
and sixth amendments of the Senate, and concur in said 
amendments of the House. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: strike out from the second line 
of the amendment the words, ‘‘ and for office rent, fuel, 
&c. ;” and, in the fourth and fifth lines of the amendment, 
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strike out the words “$12,857 92,” and in lieu thereof in- 
sert, «810,533 ;"? and, at the end of the amendment, add : 

Provided, That no payment shall be made under the terms 
of this appropriation, except upon vouchers of money ac- 








and receivers, and the parties to whom the payments have | W. Thompson and the Chiriqui Improvement 
. . 4 


been made; nor unless the Secretary of the Interior be sat- 
isfied of the fairness of the prices allowed: And provided, 
further, That the seventh section of the act of the 18th of 


venses Of the Government for the year ending the 30th of 
une, 1857,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
That the Senale recede from their third amendment. 
J. A. PEARCE, 
DANIEL CLARK 
WILLIAM BIGLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
D. FE. SICKLES, 
JAMES H. CAMPBELL, 
CYRUS ALDRICH, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. PEARCE. I propose now very briefly to 
explain to the Senate the operation of this report. 


t is proposed that the Senate recede from their || 
disagreement to the amendment of the House of || 


Representatives to the second amendment of the 
Senate. The second amendment of the Senate 
appropriates $3,000 for miscelianeous items, in the 
contingent expenses of the Senate. The House 
add to that appropriation these items: 

For additional police forthe Capitol, payable by the Sen- 
ate, $1,096 97; and for additional police for the Capitol, 
payable by the House of Representatives, $1,096 97. 

‘T’o supply deficiencies in the appropriation for taking the 
eighth census, $437,000. 

For expenses of select committee appointed under the 
resolution of House of Representatives of 24th December, 
1860, #5,000; and for expenses of select committee made 
by order of the House of Representatives of the 9th of Jan- 
uary, 1861, $3,000, making $8,000; and that the said sum 
shall be added to the miscellaneous item of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

For expenses of removing the office of the Fourth Au- 
ditor of the Treasury to the apartments assigned in Wind- 
er’s building, and for cleansing, repairing, and furnishing the 
Baime, $3,508 55. 

The House concur in the Senate’s fifth amend- 
ment, with an amendment. This amendment 
relates to the Kickapoo land office. The appro- 
priation was for the sum of $12,857 92, for the 
payment of extraordinary sapeneN, clerk hire, 
office rent, fuel, &c., allowed under the act of 
1856, by the Interior Department, but subject | 
to the approval of Congress. The effect of the 
amendment of the committee of conference is to 
reduce the amount by so much as is asked for 
office rent, fuel, &c. The object of the law of 1856 
was to allow the Secretary of the Interior to au- 
thorize certain extraordinary expenses. Thecom- 
mittee did not consider office rent and fuel as 
extraordinary expenses, but ordinary and neces- 
sary, to be provided for as in other cases; that 
is, by the registers at their own expense. That 
was therefore stricken out. Then they provide 
that the charges for the extra clerk hire shall be 
allowed, there being proof before the committee 
of the extraordinary amount of work performed 
at that land office. As there was some difficulty 
arisifg in regard to the amount of compensation 
allowed these clerks, it is provided that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall determine upon the 
fairness of the charge; and then it was thought 
advisable to recommend, also, the repeal of the 
seventh section of the act of 1856, which, for the 
first time, allowed the Department of the Interior 
to estimate for and conditionally to sanction these 
extra allowances for clerk hire. It was thought 
that that act tended very much to induce persons 
holding offices of this sort, to run up expendi- 
tures of this kind. There are various ways in 
which it could be perceived that it was to the in- 
terest of the registers and receivers to emplo 
extra clerks and claim these extra allowances. It 
was thought best, therefore, to repealit, especially 
as it was understood that the law had never been 
recommended by the Department of the Interior 
or the Land Office, but had, by some inadvert- 
ence, crept into the appropriation bill of that 
year. 

The sixth amendment relates to compensation 
for carrying the mail by way of Panama, to Mr. 
Vanderbilt, under a contract made with the Post- 
master General, which no doubt the Senate recol- 
lect. The effect of the amendment of the House of 

Representatives was to strike out the last para- 
graph of that amendment, which, in fact, by some 
oversight, was a mere duplication of the former 

vart, and allowed pay for the same service twice. 

We agreed, therefore, to recommend ‘o the Senate 
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to recede from their disarreement to that amend- 
ment on the part of the House. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The message further announced that the House 


The last was the item which appropriated || had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
tually paid by the several receivers and registers, such 1} $300 ,000 for carrying out the conditional contract 
vouchers to be verified by the affidavits both of the registers || made between the Nav Department and Ambrose 


Company. This subject has been much discussed || year ending June 30, 1861. 
| before the committee. We have been debating it || 
August, 1556, “ making appropriations for certain civil ex- || for three days. 

| 


_ There were various considera- 
tions, all of which it is not necessary to mention. 
Two, however, I will mention. The House of 


| Representatives seemed to be inflexibly opposed 


to it; first, upon the ground that the state of the 
Treasury absolutely forbade their making any ap- 
propriation for this object at this time; and then 
there seemed to be a doubt whether it was not 
absolutely necessary, in order to secure the Uni- 
ted States fully in the advantages intended to be 
acquired by that contract, that the assent of the 
New Granadian Government should be given to 
it. ‘There have been some indications in an opin- 
ion of the supreme court of New Granada, that 
the assent of that Government ought to be had. 


It was thought advisable that this should be ob- | 


tained in order to make secure the privileges in- 
tended to be acquired by this contract. It appeared 
very certain that the harbors to which this con- 
tract relates were exceedingly fine harbors, easy 
of access, of great depth of water, and with gen- 
erally bold shores; that there was coal imme- 
diately on their border, and within a very short 
distance quite accessible; and that this coal would 
be valuable for the purposes of our steam marine 
in the Gulf of Mexico and in the Caribbean sea. 
It was therefore admitted by the committee gen- 
erally, that it was desirable the United States 
should obtain these privileges, if it could be done 
with perfect prudence; but the objections which I 
have mentioned were all-powerful with the com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, and the 
Senate committee felt that they were not justified 
in insisting upon a measure of this sort, as an 
amendment to the deficiency bill, which might 
jeopard the bill, as we were assured it would cer- 
tainly do. We thought that, upon an independent 
measure inserted in an appropriation bill, we had 
nota right to sacrifice tlhg bill in order to force 
the other House toa compliance with that amend- 
ment. We thought, too, that the contract would 
not be destroyed by the refusal to appropriate the 
money at this time; and that, when the additional 
security contemplated by the objection of the com- 
mittee could be had, it would be quite competent 
to Congress at the next session to ratify this con- 
tract, and secure the privileges intended to be 
obtained by it. 

Mr. GREEN. 
the day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us take this vote. 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir; this cannot be voted 
on until it is thoroughly ventilated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
anes had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 125) 
for the relief of John Peebles. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 971) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1862; 

A bill (No. 997) for the relief of Greenbury M. 
Watkins, of Montgomery county, Maryland; 

A bill (No. 653) granting a pension to Herman 
J. Ehle; 

A bill (No. 778) for the relief of the children of 
Elizabeth Yancey, widow of John Yancey; and 

A bill (No. 923) granting a pension to Eliza M. 
Plympton. 

he me further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Senate to 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the benefit 
of Chonye H. Giddings. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 15th instant, at twelve o’clock 
and fifty-five minutes, the printing of a memorial 
of the Legislature of the Territory of Kansas, 
asking an appropriation of money for the — 
of claims awarded to citizens of Kansas by the 
claim commissioners. 


I call for the special order of 


| 


i] 





———— 


i 
a 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


_ on the bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies 


in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 


. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 841) mak- 
ing further provision in relation to consolidated 
land offices. 


TERRITORY OF DAKOTA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 
half past twelve o’clock having arrived, it is in- 
cumbent on the Chair to call up the special order 
for this hour, which is the bill (S. No. 562) to 
provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Dakota, and to create the office of surveyor 
general therein. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask the consent of the Senator 
from Missouri to allow me to make a report from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
as I want to have it printed, for early considera- 
tion. 

Mr. GREEN. This business will consume 
very few minutes. It is formal,and I want to get 
it through; because the chairman of the commit- 
tee in the other House says it is very necessary 
to have the bills sent over to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill. 

Mr. GREEN. The reading of the bill can be 
dispensed with; and I will point out 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Mis- 
souri will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Missouri refuses to yield the floor. He 
asks the Senate to dispense with the reading of 
the bill. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think we ought to have it 
read. I should like to hear it. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The 
Territory to be organized is within the following 
limits: commencing at a point in the main chan- 
nel of the Red River of the North, where the forty- 
ninth degree of north latitude crosses it; thence 
up the main channel of that river, and along the 
boundary of the State of Minnesota, to Big Stone 
lake; thence along the boundary line of the State 
of Minnesota to the Iowa line; thence along the 
boundary line of the State of Iowa to the point of 
intersection between the Big Sioux and the Mis- 
souri rivers; thence up the Missouri river, and 
along the boundary line of the Territory of Ne- 
braska, to the mouth of the Niobrara or Running 
Water river; thence following up that river, in 
the middle of the main channel, tothe mouth of 
the Keha Paha or ‘Turtle Hill river; thence up 
that river to the forty-third parallel of north lati- 
tude; thence due west to the present boundaryof 
the State of Oregon; thence along the boundary 
line of the State of Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritory to the forty-ninth degree of north latitude; 
thence east, along the forty-ninth degree of north 
latitude, to the place of beginning. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would suggest that the 
reading of this long biil be dispensed with, unless 
some one desires it. If it is a copy of the terri- 
torial bill which we passed the other day, we all 
understand it. 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly it is. son 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Dol understand that it is 
precisely a copy? Nee: 

Mr. REEN. I will name every variation. 
a ee The boundaries, of course, 

iffer. , ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is an oversight dis- 
closed in the boundary which has been read that 
requires changing. 

r. GREEN. I have already got that marked 
to change it. I move, in the nineteenth line of 
the first section, to strike out the words “ State 
of Oregon,” and insert ‘* Territory of Washing- 
ton;’’ and in the twentieth line, to strike out the 
** State of Oregon and.’’ I will explain why thatis. 
This was drawn from an old model furnished to 
me by my predecessor, when Oregon came up to 
the summit of the Rocky Mountains; but since 
Oregon was admitted as a State, the remainder of 
Oregon Territory was attached to the Territory 
of Washington, and it is therefore necessary for 
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us to say ‘* Washington,”’ instead of ‘‘ Oregon,” 
in fixing the boundary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. The usual practice of the Senate 
has been to present petitions as the first thing in | 
order in the morning hour, and I move to post- 
pone this bill for a few minutes for that purpose; 
or, if there be no objection, I will present my peti- 
tions without making that motion. 

Mr. GREEN. I have objection. 
get through with this bill. 

Mr. KING. I move to postpone the present | 
order of business until an opportunity cen be had | 
for the presentation of petitions, memorials, and 
reports. 

Mr. GREEN. We made a special order yes- 
terday, and I think we can get through with it in 
half an hour. I hope, therefore, the Senate will 
vote down the motion of the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. KING. We ought to have this little cour- 
tesy of being allowed to present these papers. 
We do not want to bring them here morning after | 
morning, to be presented. The usual practice 
has been to allow petitions to be presented as the 
first thing. It is first in order. t do not want to 
postpone the bill if I can help it; but as the pre- 
sentation of petitions is objected to, 1 must make 
the motion. 

Mr. LATHAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

Mr. GREEN. I want to know who will kill 
the territorial bills, for I shall never call them up 
again. 

"ihe, TRUMBULL. I desire simply to say one 
word. I dislike very much to disagree with my 
friend from New York, but we have this strug- 
gle almost daily, and waste away the morning 
hour. It will take ten or fifteen minutes to debate 
the question and take the yeas and nays. We 
have the territorial bills up. They are important. 
They were assigned for this hour. We are in the 
midst of them. Now comes in a motion to post- 

one them, and to bring 4m other things. If the 
Leuater from New York had had the floor upon 
a bill, 1 should have insisted on his retaining it 
until he was through. We lose much time by 
this course, and I hope he will not persist. 

Mr. KING. It will be necessary to have some 
more definite rule, such as they have in the House 
of Representatives, if the practice which we have 
been falling into lately be persisted in by the Sen- 
ate. There is a scramble for the floor in the 
morning which we ought not to have here. We 
should do business a great deal better by going 
on in regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair re- 

uests Senators to refrain from loud conversa- 
tion, which so seriously interrupts the body in its 
business. 

Mr. KING. I think it much better that we 
should take this business in its order. It will take 
but a few moments, probably, to dispose of the 
petitions and reports, and then this bill comesup as 
a matter of course. Petitionsand other business 
have been crowded out. I am disposed to let the 
Senate decide the question; but, in my judgment, 
it expedites the business to do things in their 
order. 

Mr. GWIN. Before this vote is taken J will | 
state that I am as anxious as any member of this 
body to pass the territorial bills; but I havea 
report from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads to make, on a question of vital 
consequence to my State, and toa portion of these 
Territories, at least; and that is in regerd to the | 

assage through Congress of a system of over- 
and mails. All 1 want isto make my report, and 
have it printed, so that it can come up for consid- 
eration. I consider it due to the committee that 
they should have it brought up and considered at 
an early day. 

_ The question being taken on Mr. Kine’s mo- 
tion by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 11, nays 
30; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Bingham, Crittenden, Douglas, Gwin, 
Hemphill, Kennedy, King,Nicholson, Sebastian, Simmons, 
and Sumner—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, 
Foster, Green, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Morrill, Polk, Powell, Rice, Ten | 
Byeks Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wilson 


rr 


I want to 











So the motion was not agreed to. | 
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Mr. GREEN. In the ninth section, sixty- || mistaken. Is there any necessity for that appeal 
sixth line, I move to strike out ‘* Oregon’’ and || 


insert ‘* Nebraska.’’ 


In the tenth section, four- | 


teenth line, to strike out ‘* Oregon’’ and insert | 


‘* Nebraska.’’ This is in relation to the fees of 
the clerk and marshal, so that they shall receive 
the same as officers in Nebraska Terrttory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. On consultation with the chair- 
man of the committee in the House of Represent- 
atives, I have agreed to move to strike out, in the 


in a case of habeas corpus, when, in the latter part 


, of the same section, it says that a habeas corpus 


shall be tried in all cases, and the right of appeal 
shall exist in all cases, as it now exists in the 
District of Columbia. Is not that satisfactory? 


| That is the reason that I made this motion. I 


thought the bill, as it stood, looked like a sort 
of multiplication of unnecessary words. This 


| amendment involves no question between the 
| northern and southern States, between the slavery 


ninth section, the words, in the forty-fifth line, | cn 
_ the purpose of simplifying the bill, and bringing 


after the word *‘dollars,’’ down to the fiftieth line, 
to the word “ and.’’ 1 will read the words to be 
stricken out: 

** Except that a writ of error orappeal shall be allowed to 
the Supreme Court of the United States from the decision 
of the said supreme court created by this act, or of any 
judge thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, 
or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus 
involving the question of personal freedom.” 


The existing law covers the entire case any- 
how, and therefore there is no necessity for this 
clause. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


tention to what existing law there is that covers 
that provision, if it be stricken out. 

Mr. GREEN. The remainder of the same 
section is: 


And each of the said district courts shall have and exer- 
cise the same jurisdiction in all cases arising under the 
Corstitution and laws of the United States as is vested in 
the circuit and district courts of the United States ; and the 
said supreme and district courts of the said Territory, and 


I should be obliged to the | 
Senator from Missouri if he would point my at- || 





the respective judges thereof, shall and may grant writs of | 


habeas corpus in all cases in which the same are grantable 
by the judges of the United States in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

That covers the same thing precisely. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam not satisfied that that 
does cover it. 
to the Supreme Court in the case of an issue in- 
volving personal freedom. The other provides for 
issuing a writ of habeas corpus. 
of habeas corpus, and the other a matter of appeal. 
They are entirely different matters. This pro- 
vision of the bill has a history. 


it was suggested that unless this provision was 


The one 4 for an appeal | 


One is a matter | 


inserted in the territorial bills, if a person was | 
arrested as a slave who claimed his freedom, he | 


could not get an appeal to the Supreme Court of 


and the anti-slavery sentiment. It is simply for 
it down, so that we can comprehend it with less 


tautology than has heretofore been found in ter- 
ritorial bills. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I only desire the Senate to 
understand precisely what they are asked to do. 
I shall not argue it, but sinaly invite. to it the 
attention of the Senate. Ido not think that I am 
mistaken as to the effect of it. The amendment 


| is to strike out these words: 


Except that a writ of error or appeal shall be allowed to 


| the Supreme Court of the United States from the decision 


of the said supreme court created by this act, or of any judge 
thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, or of 
any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus—- 


What else? 


involving the question of personal freedom. 


It is where there is a case of habeas corpus in- 


| volving personal freedom, that the appeal is al- 


lowed by the original bill. The objection used 
to be that, inasmuch as an appeal could not be 
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States 
except where the amount in controversy was 
$1,000, and the slave might not be worth $1,000, 
if the local court decided against his freedom when 
it came up on a writ of habeas corpus, the question 
could not come before the Supreme Court of the 
United States. To obviate that, we provided that 
the slave might appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and try the question of freedom 
there. Now, this is a proposition to repeal so 


' much of the law as gives the alleged slave the 


the United States to have the question tried, for || 


the reason that the value of the slave might not 
be $1,000, and hence he could not avail himself 
of the benefit of the right. In order to enable a 
ae claimed as a slave, but who claimed to 

e free, to bring his suit for personal freedom and 
to have an appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, this provision was inserted. I 


resume the Senators who were members of the | 
ody at that day will recollect the argument upon | 
it. It was adopted, according to my recollection, | 
unanimously, after the necessities of it had been | 


pointed out. 
ment striking it out. Is it to deny to a person 
who is claimed as a slave, but who claims that he 
is free, the privilege of appeal if the local court 
decides against his freedom? That seems to be 
the effect; I cannot see any other, unless some 
reason for striking out be given. 
a person claimed as a slave has a right to bring 


his suit for freedom, and if the local court decides | 
| against him he has the right of appeal. This | 


| amendment takes away the right of appeal in the | be stricken out, or perfectly willing for it to be 


event of the local court deciding against him. 
Why should that appeal be taken away? We 
inserted it ten years ago for the express purpose 
of giving the right of appeal in such cases. I 
should certainly like to know some reason for 
striking it out of this bill. 


I do not see the object of the amend- | 


As it now is, | 


Mr.GREEN. The Senatoris a little mistaken. | 


The clause that I propose to strike out, isnot the 
clause that gives a right of appeal where personal 
freedom is involved; and if he will read it over 
again, he will discover his mistake. It is the right 
of appeal in cases arising on habeas corpus, and 
nothing else. I will read it again: 


That a writ of error or appeal shall be allowed to the | 


Supreme Court of the United States from the decision of 
the said supreme court created by this act, or of any judge 
thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, or of 
any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus involving 
the question of personal freedom. 


It is no other case; and the Senator is entirely |, 


‘| him in the local court. 

During the || 
endenc : ise measure 850, || . . : 

pendency of the compromise measures of 1850, '| of appeal, aright that has existed since 1850—and 


right of appeal when the decision is made against 
If the other side of the 
Chamber, or this side, desire to deny that right 


the clause was inserted then for the express pur- 
pose of giving it—all I have to do is to ask for the 

eas and nays on the adoption of this amendment. 

repeat, the next clause does not cover the ques- 
tion; the next glause relates merely to the right 
to issue writs of habeas corpus, and does not give 
the right of appeal when the decision is against 
the person claiming his freedom. The simple 


| question involved in this amendment is whether 
| you will deny to the alleged slave claiming his 
| freedom, the right to appeal,or not. I ask for the 


yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREEN. | merely wish to make this 
remark: I am satisfied with it in or with it out. 
I have moved the amendment at the instance of 
the chairman of the Committee on Territories of 
the other House. I know it will not amount to- 
a feather either way, for the law covers the case 
as well with it stricken out as with it in; and if 


| the Senator thinksa slave ought to have this priv- 


ilege of appeal, I do not think so. If one is 
wrongfully held in slavery, and wants to claim the 
right to appeal to the court, he ouglit to have it; 
but not so with one who is rightfully held in sla- 
very. However, | am perfectly willing for it to 


retained. The law covers the case already, if 


stricken out; if not stricken out, it is only tau- 
tology; and therefore I am content in either 
case. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word more. It cannot 
be allowed to go off on the ground that I am 
wishing to give a slave, and not a free man, the 
right of appeal. This is a case where a person 
is claimed as a slave, who claims that he is free, 


_ and the question to be tried is, whether is entitled 


to his freedom or not; and the Senator from Mis- 


| souri proposes to deprive him of the right of ap- 


peal in a case which involves the question of his 
freedom. I propose to let him have an appeal to 


ascertain whether he is a slave or a freeman. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. This provision operates 
both ways, and not one way, as my colleague 
supposes. As it stands here, it involves the right 
of appeal in a case where the decision is in favor 
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of the slave, (if you please to call him so,)as well as || had signed the following enrolled bills and joint | have not been presented to the Senate. This bill 


where itis against him. Suppose the court in 
the Territory decides that the man is free: then 
the person claiming to hold him as a slave ma 
take an appeal, just as a person who should be 
decided to be a slave might take an appeal, the 
decision being against him. Now, the object of 
striking out these words is to take away the right 


of appeal, as | understand it, in both cases. Itis | 


not allowed in other cases in the United States. 


An appeal is not allowed from the decision of a | 
United States judge in the State of Illinois, on a | 


question involving personal freedom, either by the 
person who claims to hold the slave, or by the 
slave himself, to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. This is an innovation upon the general 
law. The object is evident. I was not in the 


committee, but itis apparent that the object of || 
striking -out the clause is to leave that class of || 


cases just where they are left in all the States. 
There was another clause of the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill, which is not in this bill that my colleague has 
alluded to, and I think he has confounded the two 


together. There wasaclause in that bill which al- || 


YI 


} 


| 
| 





| 





lowedanappeal to the Supreme Courtof the United || 
States in all cases, without regard to the value in | 


controversy, where the title to slaves was involved. 


‘That clause is notin this bill atall, and that clause | 


has nothing to do with the one which we are now 
considering. It is not necessary for me to imagine 


what the reasons were for striking it out; but that || & 
_ tion to **Anactto promote the progress of the use- 


is an entirely distinct matter. The matter in con- 
troversy here has nothing to do with that case, for 
it is simply giving appeals to the Supreme Court 
of the United States in habeas corpus cases. That 
is not done anywhere else, and there is just as 


much necessity for it in the States as there would | 


be in the Territories. 
matter understood. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. My colleague has shown the 
ey of having the bill read, and I shall now 
ve under the necessity of calling for the reading 
of the entire bill. He discloses the fact that an- 
other important provision which has been usual 
in Territorial bills, and uniformly inserted from 
1850 down, is omitted in this one. These two 
provisions—the one he has last called attention to 
in regard to the title to slave property, and that 
in regard to questions of personal freedom—were 
both inserted in 1850, after full debate, upon the 
ground that if the master of a slave broughta suit 
in the Territories for the recovery of his slave, 


I merely wish to have the 


| 





und the decision of the local court should be | 


against him, he might appeal; and if, on the con- 
trary, the person who was alleged to be a slave 
brought his suit for personal freedom, he might 
appeal. It was to give the Supreme Court the 
right to hear the decisions of the local courts upon 
that point. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will my colleague allow 
me, rightthere? I suppose 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senators 
will suspend their remarks. The hour of one 
o’clock having arrived, it is incumbent on the 
Chair, under the rules of the Senate, to call up 





“for consideration the unfinished business of yes- 


terday, which is the tariff bill. 

Mr. GREEN. I would suggest to the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Kine,} that it will be in 
order for him to move to postpone this bill, in 
order to present his petitions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 154) 
for the relief of Randall Pegg. 

The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No.554) to extend the right of 
appeal from decisions of circuit courts to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered to-day, at twelve o’clock and sixteen 
minutes, the printing of a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House, calling for a copy of the official letter of 
George P. Ihnie, late first lieutenant of the third 
regiment of United States artillery. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker 


| 
| 


| ceeded to consider the amendments of the House 


| resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 





| 


} 
i 


resolution: 
A bill (S. No. 125) for the relief of John Pee- 


bles; 


Harris, or his heirs or legal representatives; 

A bill (H. R. No. 
liam Cowing; 

A bill (H. R. No. 554) to extend the right of 
appeal from decisions of the circuit courts to the 
eu Court of the United States; and 

joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the ben- 
efit of George H. Giddings. 


PATENT LAWS. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives insists on its amendments to 
the bill of the Senate (No. 10) in addition to **An 
act to promote the progress of the useful arts,’’ 
disagreed to by the Senate; disagrees to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to certain other amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the said bill; 
asks a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon; and hasappointed Mr. Win- 
uiam E. Nrprack of Indiana, Mr. Cuarues B. 
Hoarp of New York, and Mr. E. B. Wasu- 
BURNE Of Illinois, the committee on the part of 
the House. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate pro- 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 10) in addi- 


ful arts,’? and the amendments of the Senate to 
other amendments of the House thereto. 
On motion of Mr. BIGLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its disagreement 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
said bill insisted on by the House, and upon its amendments 
to other amendments of the House, and that it agree to the 
conference asked by the House of Representatives on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the President pro 
tempore was authorized to appoint the committee 
on the part of the Senate. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treastry notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate 
and fix the duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses. The select committee had reported an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of section thirty, in the following words: 

* That from and after the day and year aforesaid, any and 
all goods, wares, or merchandise imported from any Saae 
countries, and entered for warehousing or deposited in the 
public stores in consequence of the duties not being paid, 
shall be so entered or deposited, subject to the following 
eonditions, to wit: that the same shall be withdrawn from 
the warehouse or public stores within thirty days from the 
time and date of the entry, for domestic consumption, and 
the duties thereon shall be duly paid in cash at the time of 
such withdrawal, or be thereafter prohibited from being 
withdrawn, except for the purpose of exportation beyond 
the limits of the United States ; and in no case shall any 
goods, wares, or merchandise, as aforesaid, so imported 
and entered and deposited tor warehousing, be entitled or 
pertnitted to be entered for domestic consumption, unless 
the same has been so withdrawn within the time heretofore 
mentioned: Provided, That goods, wares, or merchandise 
which shall have been withdrawn as aforesaid, and which 
shall have been exported and landed beyond the limits of 
the United States, may be from thence duly reimported in 
the same manner provided for in the first instance: Pro- 
vided also, ‘That this section shall not apply to goods, wares, 
and merchandise imported from beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope or Cape Horn until the Ist of January, 1861: Pro- 
vided further, That all acts or parts of acts relating to the 
subject-matter herein embraced, and inconsistent there- 
with, are hereby repealed.’’ 


And to insert in lieu thereof, the following= 


That on all goods, wares, and merchandise, remainin 
on deposit in warehouse or public stores, on the Ist day o! 
July, A. D. 1861, the duties shall be paid within ninety 
days thereafter, and on all deposited after the said Ist day 
of July, the duties shall be paid within ninety days from 
the time of deposit. The said goods on which the duties 
have been paid may be at any time withdrawn for con- 
sumption, and may be taken out for exportation beyond the 
limits of the United States, at any time within six months 
from the time of the payment of duties thereon; and on 
being so exported, the duties thereon shall be refunded, 
deducting one per centum ; but no duties shail be refunded 
on goods, wares, or merchandise withdrawn more than six 
months after the time the duties were paid thereon. 


Mr.SEWARD had moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out “* ninety days,” and insert- 
ing ** three years;”’ and the pending question was 
on this amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. KING. This proposition, Mr. President, 
was the subject of some debate yesterday; but 
there are considerations connected with it which 


A bill (8S. No. 274) for the relief of Townsend | 
23) for the relief of Wil- | 





| itself, as a whole, is a very great change of the 

| present mode of conducting much in the business 
|| of the country dependent upon the revenue law 
| and great changes in business are undesirable. I 


remember very well when this warehousing sys- 


| tem was adopted. It was a subject of very grave 


and serious discussion and debate some years 
before it was adopted. It has operated well for 


| the mercantile classes. This bill, in all its pro- 


visions, bears upon the commerce of the country; 
and, in my judgment, it would be well, in levying 
the increased duties Which we are compelled to 
do for revenue, if we should relieve that class 
from what they may consider a very great injury 
to their business, by leaving them the warehouse 


| system as it is. Let it alone; and leave it to them 


sO as not to interrupt in that way their business, 
They have been in the habit of importing a large 
amount of goods, and storing them in the ware- 
houses; which, whenever they are wanted by the 
country, are taken from the warehouses, and the 
duty paid. If they are to be reéxported, of course 
the revenues of the country, and the interests of 
this country particularly, are not effected, except 
that our own people have had the carriage over 
the sea and the transportation of them, and the 
increase which that has given to their commerce. 
I hope, therefore, that the warehousing system 
will be left undisturbed. I have no disposition, 
however, to extend the discussion on this matter 
unnecessarily. I Delieve it is pretty well under- 
stood by the Senate; and I hope the amendment 
of my colleague will prevail. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to have the Sen- 
ator inform us what is the character of the goods 
that are generally left in the warehouses over the 
period of one year? For whose benefit, or for 
what particular branch of trade, is this warehous- 
ing to be used? I understand from the Senator 
from Rhode Island that almost the whole amount 
of goods that are kept in warehouse over twelve 
months are liquors. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ob, no. 

Mr. GRIMES. _I understood him to say so. 

Mr. KING. They remain with other goods, 
eeneeOeeyE but there are all sorts of goods 
there. 

Mr.GRIMES. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
said they were nearly all liquors that remain there 
over a year. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to say a word on 
thissubject. Iam not going to detain the Senate, 
The Senator from New York yesterday stated that 
this warehousing system was a great advantage to 
the commerce of the country; that a large amount 
of these goods in the warehouse were reshipped, 
and thusadded a great deal to the carrying trade. 
I took the pains this morning to find out what 

roportion of the foreign goods were réexported. 
[find that, from 182] to 1826, the importation of 
foreign merchandize bore a proportion of twenty- 
two per cent. to the whole imports. 

Mr. SUMNER. During what time? 

Mr. SIMMONS. From 1821 to 1826 twenty- 
two per cent. of the foreign goods was reshipped 
in our own vessels. From 1827 to 1837, thirteen 
and a half per cent. were reshipped. From 1837 
to 1841, there were eight per cent. reshipped; and, 
since this warehousing system has come into op- 
eration, there were but five and three fourths per 
cent. The amount reshipped is not one quarter 
what it was before we had this system. It is 
neonly a plan to get credit on duties—nothing 
else. 

Mr.GRIMES. What was the character of the 
goods? 

Mr. SIMMONS. In 1857, the first year I took, 
there were $56,487,000 in warehouse, as I stated 

esterday, the duties on which would amount to 
£16,000, . There was but one schedule of 30 

r cent., and that was on wines, brandies, and 
iquors; and there were not enough of those in 
the warehouses, at 30 per cent., to make out the 
duties by $10,000. 1 think it is a kind ot gues 
where they quarter this corruption fund. They 
can take it out and change the liquors as they 
have a mind to. I want to see it stopped. I do 
not desire toembarrass commerce. I am perfectly 
willing to give as much time as any reasonable 
man thinks we can afford to give credit; for this 
is simply a plan to give credit on the duties. I 
am willing to give it for three months, or five 
months, or six months. J have no particular so- 








1861. 








licitude about it. I do not want to hurt com- 
merce; but I do not think this Government is in 
a condition to give thre years’ credit on duties, 
and hire money at 12,»¢ cent. ourselves. That 
is the only objection I Aave to it. 

Mr. SEW RD Mr. President, I did not hear, 
and if I had, 1 sh@™fid not, perhaps, have the facts 
with which to enable me to answer, the statement 
of the honorable Senator from Rhode Island, about 
the relative amount of the goods that are reshipped 
after being kept in the public warehouses. I sup- 
pose that depends on the fluctuations in trade, 
owing to the peculiar circumstances and condition 
of the country. But I ris@to make another point; 
and that is, that the credit which is given is nota 
credit; because, if there were no such privilege 
allowed as receiving these goods into the store- 
houses to be kept, there would be only the quan- 
tity of goods imported into the country at any 
one time which the exigencies of the market at 
that time should require, and it would be an im- 
portation into different ports, instead of into two 
or three prominent ports which are the great entre- 

ots of foreign commerce—such as New York, 
New Orleans, and San Francisco. The goodsare 
brought here and deposited in these warehouses, 
chiefly for the purpose of being reéxported to for- 
eign countries without paying any duty, or being 
sent coastwise to other ports in the United States. 
There is, on the part of the merchant, every 
burden necessary; and every inducement is of- 
fered to him to pay the duties as soon as he can 


advantageously sell the goods, either in our own | 


markets or in foreign countries; for, in the first 
place, he has to lay out of all the interest on the 
capital which is invested in the goods; in the next 
lace, he has to pay insurance upon the goods; 
fe has to take the risk of the market; and he has, 
besides that, to bear the loss in the deterioration, 
the depreciation of the goods. Since stress has 
been laid upon the fact that a considerable amount 
of foreign goods which are imported and deposited 
in these warehouses are wines and liquors, it is 

roper to state that he has to suffer a loss of not 
a than 5 per cent. per annum ufon an average 
of all the liquors which he has in store, by waste 
from evaporation and deterioration of the article. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I gather from 
the character of this bill and the tenor of the de- 
bate of its advocates, that it is avowedly now a 
tariff for protection; for revenue as incidental, but 
for protection primarily. Il am very little convers- 
ant with mercantile matters, the arcana of trade— 
and there are arcana about it; but I am at some 
loss to know in what way this great end of pro- 
tection is to be attained by abolishing the ware- 
house system. 


at the expense of the great importing mercantile 
interests of the country. ‘The reasons that have 
been assigned by honorable Senators on the other 
side for abolishing this system are not only not 
satisfactory to my mind, but (without intending 
any offense, which I do not) those reasons seem 
to me evasions. 

The honorable Senator from Rhode Island, who 
has charge of this bill chiefly, [Mr. Simmons,] 
spoke of it as giving a credit for the goods thus 
warehoused, and that that credit should not be 
too extensive. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Cameron] spoke of it as a right to exact 
the payment of duties, a debt; and to illustrate it, 
he said that if this right of the United States were 
enforced by law now, we could exact at once the 
ordinary customs upon the whole amount of im- 
porte now in warehouse. I take issue with 
him atonce. I say there is no debt, no due, no 
right, either in fair political ethics or in the exist- 
ing law, making provision for the payment of 
duties; none whatever. Certainly, in political 
morals, the property in the country brought here 
by the importer is as much his absolute property 
after it arrives here as it was before it came here, 
entirely free from any duty qualifying the condi- 
tion of his property. 

What is there in the policy of the world, in the 
policy of any fair nation in its intercourse with 
the world, to prohibit or to impose conditions 
upon the bringing into the country of property 
from another country, no matter what the prop- 
erty is? There is nothing. International cour- 
tesy, the civilization of the age, the duty between 
man and man, would require that if a foreigner, 
who is allowed to come into this country and has 


It is to be attained in some way, | 
I do not doubt, incidentally; it is to he attained | 





the protection of the laws, after he comes here 
finds it desirable to bring any portion of his prop- 
erty with him, he should do it, and do it without 


portion of its revenue upon importations, which 
it has a right to do. The policy of tht law goes 


here, or still more, to be gold here, the Govern- 
ment makes an exaction upon it. That is the 
whole policy of the revenue lawe fairly adminis- 
tered and fairly expounded. If it is the purpose 
of the importer to sell it, or to enjoy it here as 
property, then the Government imposes an exac- 
tion in the form of a duty; but if itis not brought 
here for that purpose, or, if being brought here, 
it is not used for that purpose, then I demand upon 
what principle of morals or political ethics can the 
Government exact a duty merely because it is 
brought in? Nor is such the policy of the laws, 
as I understand them. The Government, in other 
words, is only interested in taking care that its 
revenue laws shall not be evaded, but shall be 
complied with. 

Now, what are its revenue laws? what is its 
| revenue policy? The revenue policy only is, that 
| if property is brought here from abroad, either for 
sale or consumption in this country, the duty shall 
be imposed. I deny, then, absolutely that the 
mere fact of bringing property here gives the Gov- 
ernment the right to exact a duty, when, under 
the existing laws, if I understand them correctly, 
after the duty is paid, if the merchandise is reéx- 
ported, there is a drawback, the whole policy of 
the Government being not to exact the duty unless 
the merchandise is sold or consumed here. 

Now, what is the policy of the warehousing 





and their occupation in life far better than we can 
understand it and regulate it for their benefit by 
| legislation. 
New York, abolish the warehousing system and 
the result will be that you restrict trade to this 
extent: nothing will be brought in that is not 
brought into an exacted market where there is a 








not only be losing the benefit of so much capital 
| as was used in paying the duty, but, at the same 
time, he would be losing the fruit of the dead cap- 
ital upon his hands in the form of merchandise. 
Then, I should say this is for the benefit of trade. 
We are all interested in that. We are all inter- 
ested in having what the political economists call 
emphatically a market—some place where_any 
trader can go with a knowledge that he can buy 
there, at any moment, anything thatis for sale in 
any part of the world. ‘That is the character of 
London, asI understand it. That makes London 


| system of deposit called warehousing. A man 
can go to London with the knowledge that he can 











buy in London any kind of merchandise which 
| can be found in any part of the world. Thatcan 
only be by the merchants being allowed to bring 
merchandise into the port in advance of any de- 
mand in the market. 
So it has been, as I understand, in New York. 
It is done at great cost to the importer; for he not 
only loses the outlay for the freight and the insur- 
ance, but he loses the outlay, as was well said 
here, of the interest upon the capital that is in- 
vested. But yet they do it; and they do it because 
the trade authorizes and calls for it. However, 
for some hidden recondite scheme of protection, 
that is to be taken away. Commerce is to be taxed 
in some way, for some cause yet undisclosed, and 
restricted and embarrassed in its operation, for 
the purpose, in some mode, of benefiting the man- 
ufacturer. I can view it in no other light; and I 
the merchants the liberty of making a deposit on 
our shores, and keeping that deposit there as long 
as their interests justify it. It is said that those 
deposits consist of liquors. How the fact may 
be, I do not know. I do not know, sir, how far the 
deposit of liquor, of various kinds, may exceed 
in amount the deposit of other merchandise, al- 
| though think ithighly probable thatitdoesexceed 
| 


them, for the simple reason that most of the mer- | 
chandise remaining on deposit would be subject | 


to annual decay or loss, while the very loss of the 
‘ liquor improves it in value. We all know that 
very great additional value is commonly given to 


let or hindrance. But this Government obtains a | 


As was said by the Senator from | 


sale for it; because otherwise the merchant would | 


the great market of the world, built up by this very | 


can see no propriety in the world in denying to | 


no further than this: if property of any kind is | 
brought into this country, either to be enjoyed 
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quantity. Is there any objection to its being de- 
osited in the country on that account? [f there 

a policy to prohibit it, let it be done; bat if & 
be allowed to come, I cannot, in the range of m 
comprehension, see why it should not be allowed 
to remain on deposit here as well as abroad. Nor 
will it diminish the revenue. I cannot appreciate 
at all the suggestions of honorable Senators, that 
the Government is delayed in the collection of its 
revenue. No revenue attaches, no revenue ought 
to attach, until it is used in the country for sale 
or consumption; and, until then, it is a bare de- 
posit. I deny, therefore, that the revenue is 
affected by it in the slightest degree. If there be 
any reason why this burden should be thrown 
upon the importing interest, the commercial in- 
terest, for the benefit of the manufacturer, let it 
be disclosed; for it has not been disclosed so far, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. President, as I un- 
derstand the advantage of this warehousing sys- 
tem, it is to prevent injury from extreme prices, 
If you do not have it, and goods are very low, the 
importers may be ruined; they get no remuncra- 
tion. If, onthe other hand, goods should be high, 
the consumers suffer. By taking a portion of the 
goods, therefore, that come in at plentiful times, 
and depositing them in warehouse, the result is, 
that before prices get very high, they are with- 
drawn. Itprevents the extreme vibrations oftrade, 
either high or low. It is upon the same principle 
that you have a reservoir of water: by takingouta 
yortion of the water when itis plenty, you get 
it on deposit as it were, and it can be distributed 
when you want a large quantity in time of fire. 
This is a sort of balance wheel, which prevents 





| the extreme vibrations of trade from high to low, 
system? The merchants understand their interest || 


and therefore is of advantage to the community. 
If you destroy it, the consumers are liable to 
suffer. When there is a great scarcity in the 
market, of course the consumers suffer, and that 
benefits the manufacturers. Itis, therefore,adraw- 
back upon commerce, for, by having the ware- 
housing system, goods are imported and depos- 
ited, and they are sold at such times as the com- 
munity need them. If you destroy that system, 
of course you discourage importation; you throw 
the consumers upon the hands or at the mercy of 
the home manufacturers in high prices. I. can 
very well understand, therefore, that the protec- 
tionist, or rather the prohibitionist, the men who 
want to prevent foreign trade, desire to break 
down this warehousing system; but it is obviously 
for the benefit of the consumer. It enables the 
consumer to get goods on cheaper terms, and at 
the same time protects the merchant from ruin- 
ously low prices. I hope, therefore, we shall 
have no change in the system. 

Mr. BIGLER. I do not rise for the purpose of 

discussing the merits of this question, or tracing 
its particular operation. I desire to remind Sen- 
ators, however, that, prior to 1854, the time al- 
lowed for storing goods was one year. The 
law of March, 1854, extended it to two years 
longer; making altogether three years. I have 
been under the impression that the original law 
was sufficient for the protection of commerce; and 
I am quite disposed to reinstate the original law, 
and to go back to the original policy on this sub- 
ject. While I shall not vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from New York, I desire to say 
that I will vote for the amendment intended to be 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, which 
limits the time to one year, and brings us back to 
the original warehousing system. 
- Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, the reason the 
time was extended in 1854 was because expe- 
rience proved that it would be beneficial to the 
country, and beneficial to the revenue of the coun- 
try, to extend the term under this warehousing 
system. It was a new experiment in this coun- 
try. The law establishing it passed in 1846, and 
up to 1854 it had been found to be eminently suc- 
cessful; but not so successful as it was thought it 
would be by extending the time. 

The Senator from Rhode Isiand has stated that 
the exportation was only 5 per cent. of the ware- 
house goods. I will state that the reéxportation 
of articles imported into the United States has in- 
creased almost double, under that system, to what 
it was before. It has proved a great benefit to 
the shipping interest of the coyntry. It has proved 
a great benefit to the cities where the goods are 


it by that very evaporation which diminishes the | stored. The Senator has frequently alluded to 
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the amount of liquors in store. What objection 
is there to that?) When they are in store, they 
jay storage; and we know the longer they re- 
main in store, the better they are. They pay 
duty upon what they put in storehouse, and not 
on the quantity they take out, while in England 
they only pay duties on what they take out. | 
They are enhanced in value by the time they re- | 
main in store, and our merchants get the benefit 
of the storage. Altogether, there never has been | 
a system that has proved so beneficial to the com- | 
mercial interests of the country. 

As far as my own State is concerned, nothing | 
could be more fatal to its prosperity than the de- | 
struction of this warehousing system. It is just | 
laying the foundation of an extensive trade along 
the whole of the Pacific coast of North and South 
America, and we shall soon extend our trade to | 
Asia. The hundreds of millions of inhabitants 
who surround the Pacific ocean will be supplied 
more or less from San Francisco in time. That 
trade would be greatly promoted by this ware- 
housing system. San Francisco will become the 
depot where goods may be stored, and from which | 
they will be taken to the thousand islands of the 
Pacific ocean, and the hundreds of millions of | 
inhabitants in Asia and the whole of the countries 
north and south of us in North and South Amer- 
ica. I look upon the destruction of the ware- 
house system as one of the most fatal blows that 
could be struck at the prosperity of California, I 
certainly feel greatly obliged to the Senator from 
Rhode Island for extending the time now in the 
bill of the House; but I am utterly opposed to 
disturbing the present system, under which our 
commerce has so prospered, at all. 

The merchant princes of this country, the sails 
of whose ships whiten every sea and every ocean, 
and whose chiod could not have carried the com- 
merce of our country through those oceans and 
those seas but for the benefit of this law, were 
characterized yesterday by the Senator from 
Rhode Island as German Jews. I think the Sen- | 
ator has done them great injustice. I believe those 
merchant princes, wh.o are carrying our commerce 
every where, are «s pecessary to civilization almost 
as Christianity itse/f. The Senator from Virginia | 
said the other day, that the destruction of this 
warehousing system would be almost as bad to the 
city of New York as the shelling of it by a foreign 
enemy. I may add, it would be more fatal in its 
effects; because from war you can recover; but 
vvhen commerce is once stricken down, youcannot 
renovate it. I believe we are now the first com- 
mercial nation in the world in point of tonnage; 
and it is attributable in a great degree to the ware- 
housing system. If we should retrograde at all, 
others, our competitors, will take our place, and 
we shall never overtake them again. I believe 
our failure to have steam connection, and lines of 
steamships conveying our mails along the Gulf 
of Mexico, and the whole coast of South America 
om the Pacific and Atlantic, has given Great Brit- 
ain a great advantage over us there in the trade | 
with Central America and South America, owing | 
to her policy of accommodating trade and sending 
steamships conveying the mails, and thus in- | 
creasing her commercial relations with that sec- | 
tion of the country. I firmly believe that nothing | 
can be more beneficial to the commerce of the 
country than the retaining of this warehousing | 
system. It is of great importance to my own | 
section of the country. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, nothing is 
more easy than to deal in generalities, Itis very, | 
easy to talk about merchant princes, and hun- | 
dreds of millions of people, and an immense com- 
merce; but when you come to the facts, these 
words are very easily changed. This warehous- 
ing system has added but very little to the com- 
merce of the country. The whole amount of 
foreign goods exported during the last year from 
warehouses was but $6,000,000, a mere trifle, 
nothing in comparison with the commerce of our 
coast. The truth is, the whole benefit of this 
warehousing system has been to promote the in- 
terests of the foreign manufacturer, and not to the 
commerce of this country. I shall not distress 
you with a speech, because | think in cases of 
this kind, with a decided majority in favor of a | 
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bill, the cause is always injured by speaking; and 
I only rose to mention that single fact. The com- 
meree of the country is not going to be injured 
On the contrary, I think it will be 


by this at all. 
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benefited by giving them a reasonable time to | 


keep their goods in bond; and after that reason- 
able time, let them go out. This is a bill for rev- 
enue; its whole operations are based upon rey- 
enue; the gountry is now in need of money; and 

ou must pass this bill, or something very much 
ike it, or your country will be bankrupt. 

Mr. SEWARD. I believe the amendment is 
to insert three years. @ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment is to insert three years, in place of ninety 


days. 

Mr. POWELL. If I understood the Senator 
from Rhode Island aright amomentago, he stated 
that a large proportion of the goods now in store 
in the warehouse was liquors. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did notsay the goods now 
in warehouse, because I do not know what they 
are. I said that of the goods there on the Ist of 
July, 1857, they must have been nearly all liquors, 
because they could not amount to the duties on 
— without they were in the 30 per cent. sched- 
ule. 

Mr. POWELL. I will state to the Senator 
that, ona little investigation of the statistics of this 
matter, I think there are more goods now in store 
in the warehouses in the city of New York than 
the value of the wines, brandies, and liquors of 
every kind imported for the last three years. 
We import annually about $10,000,000 value of 
liquors of all kinds. There is now, at this mo- 
ment, in store in the warehouses in New York, 
$30,000,000 of merchandise. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOUGLAS (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to say that I would prefer a little 
shorter time; but | prefer thisamendment to tak- 
ing the short time specified in the bill, and there- 
fore I vote ** yea.”’ 

The result was then announced—yeas 26, nays 
19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Lane, Latham, Ma- 
son, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Seward, 
Sumner, and Thomson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Fos- 
ter, Grimes, Harlan, Simmons, Ten Eyck, Trumbull,Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—19. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the committee as 
modified, which is, to strike out the section which 
has been read, and insert the matter which also 
has been read, as modified on motion of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. SEWARD. I movea further amendment, 
to strike out, in the thirty-seventh line, the words 
** six months,’’ and to insert *‘ three years.”’ It 
is on the same principle as the last amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment; to strike 
out, in the thirty-seventh line, the words ‘ six 
months,’’ and to insert ‘‘ three years;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 


The said goods, on which the duties have been paid, 
may be at any time withdrawn for consumption, and may 
be taken out tor exportation beyond the limits of the United 
States at any time within three years from the time of the 
payment of duties thereon. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. SEWARD. In line forty-one, I move to 
strike out ‘six months,’’ and insert ‘three 
years.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move, in line thirty-three, 
to strike out “‘ ninety days,’’ and insert ‘* three 
years.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


oO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
recurs on.the amendment of the committee as 
amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I was going to move to strike 
out the entire section in reference to the ware- 
houses. It is a mere incumbrance to the bill, and 
it is a great deal worse than the present law, as I 
expected it would be, if amended and changed. 
r. SEWARD. I now move to strike out from 
the bill section thirty. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Rhode Island moves to amend the bill—— 
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Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; I will make no mo- 
tion about it until I see how it reads as amended. 
I think it is very bad. I will not offer any amend- 
ment until the bill is printed asit has been amended 
so that I shall see how it then reads. : 

Mr. SEWARD. Ido not ggre about it; but | 
would like to bring the bill batk by striking out 
all that refers to the warehousing system. If the 
Senator will indicate those portions of the bill, I 
will move to strike out all that relates to the ware- 
housing, so as to leave the wareliousing system 
I believe it is section thirty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New York ovis amend the bill by strik- 
ing out all that part which relates to the ware- 
housing system, understood to be section thirty, 

Mr. SEWARD. It leaves the present law in 
force. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
was to insert, at the end of the bill as an addi- 
tional section, the following: 


Sec. 33. And be it further enacted, That when merchan- 
dise of the same material or description, but of different 
values, are invoiced at an average price, and not otherwise 
provided for, the duty shall be assessed upon the whole 
invoice, at the rate the highest valued goods in such invoice 
are subject to, under this act. The word valued, where 
used in this act, shall be construed and understood as mean- 
ing invoiced or appraised. 


Mr. HUNTER. In regard to this amendment, 
I will suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island, 
that there is an ambiguity in this amendment— 
‘*meaning invoiced or appraised.”? It may be 
invoiced at one price and appraised at another. 
The appraisers sometimes raise the price. It ought 
to be one or the other, to accomplish his object. It 
seems to me it would be better to use the words 
** value, where used in this act, shall be construed 
the foreign value as now ascertained by existing 
laws.”’ T suppose that is what he wants: the for- 
eign value as now ascertained by existing law. 
Asit stands, there is anambiguity. The invoiced 
price may be one thing and the appraised price 
another. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has got at what 
we mean. We think that an invoice is the value, 
unless it is undervalued, and the appraisers put it 
up. Then, it is appraised, and that is the value. 
It means the value in the invoice, or what the ap- 
praisers make it, if they raise it. That is what 
it means now; but if you can put the meaning in 
a better form of words, I have no objection. 

Mr.HUNTER. I do not think it means that 

now. As to the meaning it will have, it will de- 
pend on the Treasury construction whether it 
shall be one thing or the other; but the two things 
are different. Appraisers put the value up very 
often. * 
Mr. BIGLER. On that point I will state, that 
seeing the ambiguity of the term “ valued,” as 
used in the original bill, I went to the Treasury 
Department and consulted Mr. Guthrie, the agent 
of the Treasury Department, and he told me the 
term “invoiced or appraised’? would meet the 
case, and be understood by the Department to be 
the foreign value, or the foreign invoice, at least; 
that they regarded that as correct, and the ap- 
praised value where the aepenrare without the 
invoice was not correct. That is the way I un- 
derstood it, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
was to insert, as a new section, at the end of the 
bill: 

Sec. 34, And be it further enacted, That all goods, wares, 
and merchandise actually on shipboard and bound to the 
United States, within fifteen days after the passage of this 
act, and all goods, wares, and merchandise in deposit in 
warehouse or public store on the Ist day of April, 1861, 
shall be subject to pay such duties as provided by law beiore 
and at the time of the passage of this act ; and all goods in 
warehouse at the time this act takes effect, on which the 
duties are lessened by its provisions, may be withdrawn on 
payment of the duties herein provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ments reported from the select committee have 
now been disposed of. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from Virginia 
will yield, the committee havea few more amend- 
ments to suggest. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. I thought you were 
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begs leave to suggest, as a matter of practical con- 

venience, that the amendments be made in the 

order of the sections. : 
Mr. LANE. I desire to inquire whether this 


is the proper time to offer my amendment to the | 


bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator propose a substitute for the whole bill? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That question 


will not come up in order until the original bill | 
If there are other | 


shall have been perfected. 
amendments to the original bill, they will be first 
in order. 

Mr. LANE. At an 
as well be sent up and read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment will be received and read for information; 
but it will not be considered in order until after 
the original bill shall have been perfected. 

The Secretary read Mr. Lane’s amendment, 
as follows: Strike outall after the enacting clause 
of the bill, and insert: 


That on all such goods, wares, merchandise, or other arti- | 


cles imported from foreign countries, as are mentioned in 


schedules A, B, and C, of an actentitled “ An act reducing | 


the duty on imports, and for other purposes,”’ approved the 
30th day of July, in the year 1846, there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid a duty of 30 per centum ad valorem; 
and that the said act, approved the 30th day of Jul?, in the 


year 184f be, and the same is hereby, revived (except as | 


hereinbefore excepted) in every schedule, section, or clause 
thereof, saving, nevertheless, the full effect and operation 


of the act entitled ‘“‘An act to establish a warehousing | 
system, and to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide | 


revenue from imports, and to change and modify existing 
laws imposing duties on imports, and for other purposes,’ ”’ 
approved the 6th day of August, in the year 1846, and the 
several acts amendatory or supplementary to the same. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the act entitled 
** An act reducing the duty on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,”? approved the 3d day of March, in the year 1857, 
except the fifth section thereof, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this act shall take 
effect on the Ist day of July next: Provided, That no higher 
duty shall be charged on goods, wares, merchandise, or 
other articles in store on that day, than were chargeable at 
the time of their importation. 


Mr. SIMMONS, I propose, on page 11, in 
pro} ’ pag ’ 

section seven, line eighty-eight, to strike out ** 25”’ 

and insert **30;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


On all manufactures of iron, not otherwise provided for, | 


30 per centum, ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In section nine, line five, 
after the word “ lead,’’ where it first occurs, I 
move to insert, “and oxide of zinc;’’ so as to 
read: 


On white lead, oxide of zinc, dry or ground in oil, red 
lead, and litharge, 1} cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In the seventh line of that 
section, after the word * lead,’’ I move to insert, 
**chromate and bi-chromate of potash,’’ and to 
strike out those words in the next line. 

Mr. HUNTER. Dof understand the Senator 
from Rhode Island to say that these are amend- 
ments of the committee which he is offering now? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; not of the entire 
committee. J am merely transposing some of 


these things to a specific duty where they were | 


ieft under an ad valorem one. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did I understand the Senator 
to say that they were amendments of the com- 
mittee? * 

Mr. SIMMONS. Amendments that two or 
three of the comamittee have seen and agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. [I never heard of them. 

le SIMMONS. No doubt you will object to 
them. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think we ought to have 
been consulted. The committee ought to have 
been summoned in regard to them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. move them, then, on my 
own account, as having been suggested to me to 
perfect the bill. This amendment does not change 
the duties at all on these articles, but only makes 
them specific. [ am only proposing to insert 
some things that were omitted in the bill. 
present amendment is to put chromate and bi- 
chromate of potash at 3 cents a pound, instead of 
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rate, my amendment may | 


| The Secretary read the amendment; and it was 
lt agreed to. 

it 

| 


Mr. SIMMONS. 


In the eleventh line of the 


white,’’ the words, ‘“‘and pipe clay;” 
| make the clause read: 


1} On Paris white, and pipe clay, and ochres, or ochery 
pipe 


earths, not otherwise provided for, when dry, 35 cents per | 


one hundred pounds. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I propose now, in the thir- 
| tieth line of the ninth section, on page 14, to strike 
| out the words, ‘* and 25cents;’’ so as to make the 
duty on opium $1 a pound, in lieu of $1 25. It is 
a pretty high duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In the next line, the duty 
on morphine and its salts is put at $1 25 per 
ounce. I move to strike out the words ‘* and 25 
cents;’’ so as to leave it $1 per ounce. 

Mr. HUNTER. A Senator near me suggests 
that the Senator from Rhode Island moved to add 
to the duty on iron—raising the ed valorem from 
25 to 30 per cent. Is he mistaken, or is he not? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not on iron, but on manu- 
factures of iron. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did the Senator move that 
as an amendment from the committee? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I moved it as an amendment 
from a portionof them. On thinking this matter 
over, as we had raised the duty on the raw mate- 
rial, we thought we ought to put up the manu- 
factured article. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam not asking the Senator 
for the reason, but for the fact. Did he report 
that as coming from the committee ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not; but three of the 
committee agreed to it. I said to the Senator that, 
if he objected that these amendments were not 
agreed toin afull meeting, I would offer them as 
little suggestions of my own. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought it was a commit- 
tee 8f five, but it seems it is only one of three. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I told you that, if you pre- 
ferred to take the amendments from me person- 
ally, I would offer them as my amendments. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending 
amendment, offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, isto strike out the words “ and 25 cents,”’ 
in lines thirty-one and thirty-two of page 14; so 
that the clause will read: 

On morphine and its salts, $1 per ounce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In the thirty-second line of 
the same section, I move to insert, after ‘ liquor- 
ice paste,’’ the words * or juice.”’ I find the ar- 
ticle is sometimes imported as juice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WADE. 











I have an amendment to pro- 


ose. 
||" Mr. SIMMONS. I shall get along as fast as 
| I can. 


Mr. WADE. Let me offer my amendment 
while you are looking for yours. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. 

Mr.-WADE. On age fifteen, line twenty- 
six, of section ten, | move to strike out *‘ ten,’’ 
and insert “‘ sixteen;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 

On flaxseed and linseed, 16 cents per bushel of fifty-two 
pounds. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I believe this article is now 
free, and the duty imposed in the bill is a pretty 
large one. If this were an original question, | 
| should agree to the duty suggested by the Senator; 
but as it passed the House of Representatives at 
10 cents, and as this article constitutes the return 
cargo of most of the ships that go to California, 
and then across to India, I suggest whether one 
jump to 10 cents a bushel is not about enough to 
carry itto now. Iam disposed to meet the gen- 








eral views of the Senator from Ohio, to do every- 
thing we can to encourage the raising of flaxseed 
in this country; but this is a pretty high move all 


The |! at once. 


| Mr. WADE. I would inquire of the Senator 
| whether there is any difference between flaxseed 


15 per cent., which is just what the percentage || and linseed? 


would amount to now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear that 
amendment read. The Senator makes what 
amendments he pleases, it seems. 


Mr. SIMMONS. There is none. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the ques- 


tion, and announced that the amendment was 
agreed to. 


same section, I propose to insert, after ‘ Paris | 
SO as to | 
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Mr. TEN EYCK. ‘Is it too late to havo the 
ayes and noes on thatlast amendment? The ques- 
tion was put while I was endeavoring to get the 
floor to read a letter which I have received on that 
subject. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will receive a demand for a division. The Chair 
isunwilling that the Senate should feel itself bound 
by any premature decision of the Chair. The 
Chair will receive the call for a division on the 
amendment. 

Mr. WADE. Before the question is put, as 
the vote is to be taken over again, I will say a few 
words on my amendment. I do not wish to de- 
lay the Senate by making a speech on this subject; 
but I will barely say that the culture of flaxseed 
is a great and growing interest in many parts of 
our western country; and, in the State of Ohio, 
my constituents are very deeply interested in it. 
I do not ask for the amount of protection that was 


| formerly given this article po preven tariff bills. 
\ 


Under the tariff of 1842, the duty was 20 cents a 
bushel. Under the tariff of 1846, it was 20 per 
cent. ad valorem. Under the tariff of 1857, by a 
bare mistake, it came in free. It was not intended 
to be so. It is about the only thing that our 
farmers in the West have any protection on at 
all. There isalarge importation of flaxseed that 
could better be raised in our country; and it ought 
to be raised here. This amount of duty, in my 
judgment, ought to be put on. It is no more than 
it should be; and I think it will only make a fair 
competition between our country and foreign 
countries. The importation is very large. 

I know there is a little difference in interest be- 
tween the manufacturers in this part of the coun- 
try, the makers of oil along the Atlantic coast, 
and the producers of flaxseed. ‘The manufac- 
turers want it to come in free, probably, so asto 
manufacture oil cheaply; but we, being the pro- 
ducers, are interested in having a duty upon the 
raw material. There is hardly anything in the 
whole West that can, in the nature of things, re- 
ceive much protection; and this article being one 
on which we can have an advantage, I think it is 
no more than right that we should have it. Ido 
not ask to puton itas great an amount of duty as 
was formerly given. In the tariff of 1857, linseed 
and flaxseed were supposed to mean different 
things, and this led to aconstruction at the Treas- 
ury which brought flaxseed in free. It was a 
mistake. It was not intended. Under the tariff 
of 1842, the duty was 20 cents a bushel. I have 
inquired of gentlemen operant the West, and 
they say that they will be satisfied with 16 cents 
a bushel, although they believe that it really 
ought to be 20. [ hope the amendment. will be 
agreed to, fixing the duty at 16 cents. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I regret to be called upon 
to take any position antagonistic to the position 
assumed by my friend from Ohio; but in Vigerent 
sections of the Union there are different interests. 
I do not mean to prolong this discussion, because 
Lam not perfectly familiar with the subject; but 
I beg leave to caJl the attention of the Senate to 
an extract or two from a letter which I received 
from avery respectable house—the house of J.& 
C. Moore & Co., of Jersey city, on this subject. 


These persons are engaged in the manufacture of 


oil, and in the manufacture of this seed in one 
way or another; and in a4 letter recently received 
by me, and which I was in search ef when the 
Chair put the question before, they say that they 
would be satisfied with a duty of 10 cents per 
bushel on linseed; that that ‘‘ would be satisfac- 
tory both to the manufacturers and dealers;’’ but 
to raise the duty to 16 per cent. would * destroy 
their business and greatly diminish the revenue.”’ 
This letter was written by a gentleman with whom 
I am familiar, William M. Force, one of the mem- 
bers of the firm, a reliable man, fully acquainted 
with his business, and a gentleman who would 
not say anything that was not strictly in accord- 
ance with the truth. I believe that the raising of 
this duty in the mode proposed now by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, will have the eect of prejadcong 
this business, and decreasing the revenue which 
we desire to raise for the support of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to one or two facts, in addition to 
those stated by the Senator from Ohio. I have 


a little abstract beforeme of the revenue received 
on linseed and flaxseed for the last eight or nine 
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years, from which it will appear that the amount 


received in 1847-8 was avy This gradually 

increased, until in 1857-8 the revenue derived 
was $600,764; but, in consequence of the inad- 
vertence of which the Senator from Ohio spoke, 
the revenue under the present tariff on this article 
has run down to $67 a year. Sixty-seven dollars 
and thirty-five cents was the total amount received 
in 1859-60. We imported in 1858-59, flaxseed to 
the value of $3,243,174; in 1859-60, $2,415,243; 
thus showing that the present tariff on this article 
amounts to nothing as the law now stands. 

One other fact. Itappears that in 1855-56 the 
amount of flaxseed imported was 1,102,545 bush- 
els, the valuation of which was $1,009,381. In 
1856-57 the amount imported was 1,696,294 bush- 
els, and the valuation $1,741,260. This shows 
that the valuation has been in the neighborhood 
of about $1 per bushel. At 20 per cent., then, the 
duty would be 20 cents per bushel. The Senator 
from Ohio proposes to make it 16 cents on the 
bushel, or about 16 per cent.; being 20 per cent. 
less under the proposition than it was hitherto, 
wevious to the committal of the mistake to which 
Ive has alluded. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I agree most fully with the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Lowa, 
that this is a proper subject of taxation, and that 
we should get revenue Boe it; and that is the ob- 
ject we had ip fixing it at 10 cents a bushel. The 
manufacturers have been indulged for four years 
in importing this article without any duty; the 
trade is very large; and itis a mere question of 
how far we shall go. I do not hesitate to say 
that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is 
not an extravagant duty on this article. Some- 
times it will be rather high, sometimes low, ac- 
cording to the market price; but at the same time 
there is an immense amount of this trade. I have 
the returns of last year, showing that there were 
imported 2,200,000 bushels; and we did not raise 
more than about 500,000 bushels in this country. 
You cannot expect to supply this country with 
2,000,000 bushels in a short time. There were 
1,500,000 gallons of oil imported last year. There 
is a duty on that oil of 16 cents, by this bill. That, 
I think, will help you. Thatis a good duty on 
the oil, and if the Senator had offered this amend- 


ment for 15 centsa bushel onthe flaxseed, I should | 


voted with him; but as he and I are so much in 
fevor of compromise, perhaps we can agree to it 
in that way. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will not press this amendment. This kind of seed 
has come into the country free for some years. 
A large business bas grown up under it. That 
business has to meet the rivalry of other nations. 
Now the bill proposes a duty of 10 cents per 
bushel. That, [I think,is enough. At any rate, 
I hope we shall start on that; but I candidly be- 
lieve that if this amendment be adopted, the im- 
portations will be diminished to a great extent. 
Ashas been shown plainly and clearly, the amount 
produced in this country now is utterly insignif- 
icant; and I think that to start at this time with 
the large duty proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 
wouid be injurious to the interests of the country. 
So far as my own State is concerned, I know it 
would be largely so. 

Mr. WADE, lam not going to prolong this 
discussion; but I would admonish gentlemen that, 
in making up this tariff bill, we ought to endeavor 
to be as liberal as wecan. The State of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts gets something out of it; 
so do other States. I do not place it on any su@h 
local basis atall. I say the duty which I pro- 
pose on this article of flaxseed is less than is im- 
»osed upon almost any other article in the bill. 
Te will notamount, under my amendment, to more 
than 16 per cent.yhardly that, as a general rule, 
and it is an interest that can be promoted; the 
article can be produced in the West to any amount 
whatever; and if there is any home production 
that ought to be encouraged, it is this. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island admits all that. I know 
very well that in consequence of the mistake which 
was committed in the tariff of 1857, by which this 
article came in entirely free of duty, there, have 
been large importations here, and manufactories 
have sprung up along the Atlantic coast which are 
now interested in keeping it free, and keeping us 
down in its production, as has been done; but it 
is altogether wrong, unjust, and unequal. [hope 
my amendment will prevail. 
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Mr. GRIMES called for the yeas and nays; || quently enters free under the present tariff. jm 


and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the 
adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. RICE, when his name was called, said: 
I have paired off with the Senator from Maine 
{[Mr. Moraitt] on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 9; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bragg, Bright, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Doolittic, Doug- 


| las, Fessenden, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hate, Harlan, Hemp- 


| ing friends will have the advantage of us. 





bill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Mascr, Nicholson, 
Polk, Powell, Seward, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilkinson—29. 


NAYS—Messrs. Durkee, Foot, Foster, King, Latham, 
Pearce, Sumner, Ten Eyck, and Wilson—9. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the bill by 
striking outall after the word “* unmanufactured,”’ 
in the sixth line of the twelfth section, to the word 
‘* provided,”’ in the thirty-fourth line, and insert: 
Shall be subject to a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
The section as it stands admits free of duty all 
coarse wool, and subjects to taxation that alone 
of the finer qualities. If this bill should.pass, 
which I very much fear, I think our manufactur- 
They 
manufacture this coarse wool; and hence, I sup- 
pose, they desire it to come in free of duty. 


here is scarcely a farmer in the whole valley of | 


the Mississippi, or in this Union, but grows 
more or less of this coarse wool. If it is the ob- 
ject of gentlemen to protect the great laboring 
interests of the country, while they are taxing it 
for the benefit of other interests, I hope this 
amendment will prevail, to place a tax of 20 per 
centum ad valorem on all wool. As the bill 
stands, it is only the finer wool which is taxed— 
wool that is consumed but little by the manufac- 
turing interests of this country; for I believe that 
the higher descriptions of cloths are manufactured 
to a very limited extent in this country. I think 
the farmers of the country who raise coarsegvool 
should have this protection against the coarse 
wools of South America. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricat 
ia the Chair.) Will the Senator state his amend- 
ment again? 

Mr.POWELL. Thetwelfth section nowreads: 

On all wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the alpaca, 
goat, and other like animals, unmanufactured, the value 
whereof at the last port or place from whence exported to 
the United States shall exceed 18 cents per pound and shall 
not exceed 24 cents per pound, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid, aduty of 3 centser pound ; exceeding 24 
cents per pound, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, 
a duty of 9 cents per pound: Provided, ‘That any wool of 
the sheep, or hair of the alpaca, the goat, and other like 
animals which shall be imported in any other than the ordi- 
nary condition, as now and heretofore practiced, or which 
shall be changed in its character or condition for the pur- 
pose of evading the duty, or which shafi be reduced in value 
by the admixture of dirt or any foreign substance to 18 
cents per pound, or less, shall be subject to pay a duty of 9 
cents per pound, anything in this act to the contrary not- 
withstanding: Provided also, That when wool of different 
qualities is imported in the same bale, bag, or package, and 
the aggregate value of the contents of the bale, bag, or pack- 
age shall be appraised by the appraisers at a rate exceeding 
24 cents per pound, it shall be charged with a duty of 9 cents 
per pound: Provided further, That if bales of different qual- 
ities are embraced in the same invoice, at the same price, 
whereby the average price sIfill be lessened more than 10 
per centum, the value of the whole shall be appraised ac- 
cording to the value of the bale of the best quality, and no 
bale or bales shall be liable to a less rate of duty in conse- 
quence of being invoiced with wool of lower value. 

I propose to strike out all this complication, 
and make it read simply— 

All wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the alpaca, 
goat, and other like animals, unmanufactured, shall be 
subject to a daty of 20 per centum ad valorem. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I suppose an amendment 
to that amendment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. _ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out in the eighth linesof the twelfth section, 
the words ** shall exceed 18 cents per pound 
and;”’ and I wish to calf the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky to that. That would leave 
the duty on all wool valued under 24 cents a 
pound, at 3centsa pound. He proposes to levy 
an ad valorem duty. I object to that, because 


there is more deception, more fraud, in the im- 
portation of wool than of any other article. The 
wool that comes to this country is brought from 
Australia and Buenos Ayres, and from other for- 
eign countries, in the dirt, apd nearly the whole 
of itis valugd under 18centsa pound; and conse- 
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February 16, 
sent to the Treasury and got a statement of the 
re of wool imported for the last three years. 

orthe year ending June 30, 1859, there was im- 
ported free wool to the value of $4,363,121; and 
for the year ending June 30, 1860, wool to the 
value of $4,450,658 free. Rating that wool at 20 
cents a pound, the importations of free wool un- 
der the present tariff amount to over 22,000,000 
pounds for those two years. At the same time the 
quantity introduced which paid duty, amounted 
only, for the entiretwo years, to 1,788,299 pounds. 
The duty altogether collected, in the year ending 
June 30, 1859, was $19,639 92; and for the year 
ending June 30, 1860, $93,958 56. Thus it is 
seen that of the vast amount of wool which is im- 
ported into the country, nearly the whole of it 
comes free under this system of valuation, which 
introduces the wool in the dirt into this coun- 
try. The Australian wool, most of it very fine, 
which comes directly in competition with the wool 

roduced in this country, after it is cleansed, 
2 received by the manufacturer entirely free of 

uty. 

ow, sir, the capacity of this country to pro- 

duce wool, as the Senator from Kentucky says, 
is perfectly unlimited. The great western coun- 
try, and portions even of the southern country, 
the mountainous districts of Virginia and Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky, and especially the great 
prairies of lowa and I}linoisand Texas and Mis- 
souri, have unlimited capacity for the production 
of wool; and if you are going to protect anything, 
if you lay a heavy duty on the woolen goods that 
are produced in this country—and I believe this 
tariff increases the duty on woolen goods—wh 
not do a little something for the benefit of the agui- 
culturist, the man that consumes the goods and 
pays the duty? This, together with the article of 
flaxseed, is about the only thing that the farmers 
of this country are to be protected in at all. The 
present system of introducing this wool free of 
duty in the dirt, and then cleaning it, and bringing 
it directly into competition with the wool of this 
country, of course is opposed to the production 
of wool here. If this country could not produce 
wool enough tu supply all the manufacturers, and 
have a large quantity for export besides, there 
might be a necessity for introducing it free; but 
that is not the case. Even in Michigan, now, it 
is the second article of our production, Nextto 
wheat is wool; and in Wisconsin, Illinois, lowa, 
and all those great States of the West, an unlim- 
ited quantity of wool can be produced. And the 
coarser wools,the common wools, the Leicesters, 
and the South Downs, come directly into com- 
petition with this free wool. 

I have no objection to paying a ooty to help to 
protect the manufacturer; but while that is done, 
give us a little protection for the wool. Lama 
wool-producer; I am a wool-raiser myself; and I 
am willing to go into competition with all the 
world in the raising of wool, if you will give me 
the privilege of going where I eae to buy my 
cloth; but if you tax the cloth in this country, 
and make our farmers pay a high price for it, give 
them a little benefit in an inducement to raise 
wool. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.” The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Michigan is first 
in order, that being to perfect the section before 
the question shall be taken on striking out. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I concur in most #f what has 
been said in reference to encouraging the growth 
of wool, and the growth of flaxseed. 1 do not 
keep many sheep, but I would like to encourage 
farming as much asI can. This bill was framed 
in the House of Representatives, after a great deal 
of intercourse aa arrangement between those 
who used wool and those who raised it; and there 
was a great deal of irritation there in regard to it. 
They finally quieted down on all sides, I believe, 
with this arrangement, It puts wool valued at 
between 18and 24 cents a pound at 3centsa pound 
duty, and that above 24 at 9 cents. If I werea 
wool-grower, I would rather have a high duty on 
the fine article. A sheep that grows wool worth 
only 18 cents a pound, is not fit to be kept in the 
United States. I would not have such sheep. We 
put.9 cents a pound duty on wool worth from 24 
cents up to whatever amount it may go, but such 
wool, it is well enough known, is from 35 to 60 
cehts a pound in this country, and we want to cn- 
courage the growing of that wool. This coarse, 
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dog’s hair kind of wool that comes from Buenos | 


Ayres and some parts of Australia, is very poor |) 
stuff, and it is not good policy to undertake to 
raise it here. I agree that there is some fine wool 
from Australia, which comes in in the dirt, and 
in that way may get in at a valuation of between 
18 and 24 cents. The present law is, thatall wool 
above 20 cents a pound pays a duty, and below 
90 itis free. It is found that there is a good deal 
of management to get in the wool under 20 cents. 
I was for having 16 cents the limit, so as to catch 
everything imported that was fit for manufactur- 
ing; but in the House of Representatives a com- 
promise was made putting the limit at 18 cents. 
All the wools that we have had any information 
about, that come at all in competition with the 
American wools, are between 18 and 70 cents. 
That between 18 and 24 pays a duty of 3 centsa 
pound undepthis bill. It is very dirty; and I sup- 
pose by the time it gets to be cleaned wool, it is 
subject to the 9 cents a pound duty. 

I fear that we shall get into a very unfortunate 
difficulty with the other House by making this 
amendment. I agree with what the Senator from 
Michigan says, that the wool ought to pay aduty 
which comes in and interferes with our wool; but 
it does pay a good duty, if it is over 18 cents a 
pound, under this bill; and I trust the arrange- 
ment in the bill will not be disturbed. I think I 
can satisfy eng eaye that the getting in of these 
coarse wools free of duty, where they really are 
coarse, for blankets, gives us the entire control of 
the market for blankets, which would go from us | 
if we did not have it so. The Senator from Mich- 
igan says we have not taken care of the wool in- 
terest, but we have increased the duties on the 
manufactured article. Sir, we have not increased 
the duties on woolen goods. We have rather low- 
ered them; but we puta pound duty on woolens 
equivalent to the duty paid on wool, so that the 
manufacturers should notcome here and say ‘*You | 
have raised the duty on wool, and left us out in 
the cold.’’ There is just the same additional duty 
put on the woolens as on wool, That has been 
adjusted. If you go to altering it, it will force the 


committee to rea ane the whole matter. If the 
iis bill to manage as long as I 
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Senator had had t 
have had, and as many people to gatisfy as [ have 
had, first on one side and then on the other, he 
would find that it was somewhat troublesome to 
reconcile all parties; but the provision, as itis in 
the bill, finally reconciled ali parties in the other 
House; and | trust the chtiehdehent will not pge- 
vail. 
Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and objects to an amendment of this section be- 
cause, he says, those who are interested in the 
consumption afid use of these coarse wools from 
South America have settled on it as it is in this | 
bill. Now, I suppose there is not a Senator here | 
but fully understands the nature of the contest | 
that is going on about this tariff bill. It is a con- | 
test of capital concentrated against diffused labor. | 
Iam certain that none of the great agricultural | 
interests of the country were in the counsels of 
the Senator when that section was settled upon. 
| 
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If they were, their voice seems to have been of 
but little avail; for their interests are not looked 
to nor cared for. The Senator says that he wishes | 
to keep out this coarse wool, and to encourage 
American wool. 
tax it? That is the best way to keep it out. 

I fully concur in the remarks made by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan on this subject; and I would | 
readily accept his amendment in the place of the || 
one | have offered, but for the fact that I prefer | 
ad valorem duties. 1 think that a tax upon val- | 
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If that is the object, why not | 
| 


ues is the only just and equitable way of taxation. 
But | would suggest to my friend from Michigan | 
to alter his amendment and put it at 4 cents a | 
pound. That would amount to about 20 per | 
cent ad valorem. However, I will vote for the | 
Senator’s amendment. 1 admitI would prefer the | 
amendment that I have proposed; buat I will vote | 
for every and any amendment to this bill that 
strikes at the combination of manufacturing in- 

terests to Protect the great farming and laboring 

interest of the country. That greatest interest of 
the country has had no lobby agents here. Cham- | 
bers of commerce have heen here to protect the | 
great commercial interests of the country; the | 
agents of your shipping interest are here; your i] 
manufacturing interests are here. Senators can | 

scarcely remain quiet in their chambers, at night, 1 














for the solicitations of these agents about this tariff 
bill. I do not complain of that. [tis proper that 
those gentlemen should look to their interests; 


| but [ venture to say, no man has been interrupted 


a moment by any agent of the great farming in- 


| terest of this yets I hope Senators will come 


up and vow in such a manner as to protect this 
great interest of the people. I shall do it when- 
ever | have an opportunity. 

Mr. DOUGL/ Mr. President, my constit- 
uents have the same interest involved in this ques- 
tion as those of the Senator from Michigan and 
the Senator from Kentucky, and I am as anxious 
to protect the wool interest as they can be; but 
certainly I do not agree with them in the position 
they have taken. I believe the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Michigan would be 


| injurious to the wool-grower; and if we are to 


look at the question as one of protection to the 
wool-grower, I prefer the bill as it stands to the 
amendment proposed either by the Senator from 
Michigan or the Senator from Kentucky. I ap- 
prehend there is no wool less than 18 cents a 
pound at a foreign port that comes in competition 
with qne pound of American wool. That cheap 
wool is one that we do not produce, one that we 


| cannot produce; and yet the introduction of those 


coarse wools creates a market for our wools of a 
better character. They are necessary to be mixed 
with each Other for certain ‘manufactures; and 
hence we encourage the market for the wool that 
we do produce by making any that does not come 
in competition with it free of duty, and allowing 
them to be mixed, thus increasing the manufac- 
ture of the article athome. 1 would have no ob- 
jection to amending the bill by adding that wools 
of a certain value, of the finest quality, may come 
in free. Iam willing to allow those under 15 and 
16 cents, and those over a certain higher limit, to 
be free. Put your duty between those two, and 
then you will protect every wool-grower, and 
make an additional market for every pound of 
woo! made in America. 

This is the result of my examinations and re- 
flections upon the subject. The theory proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky, that all these du- 
ties ought to be ad valorem, is a beautiful theory. 
ITadmit it. I think the theory is just; and if the 
practice were as good as the theory, I would not 
isten for an instant to anything but an ad valorem 
duty. But | suppose, if you will take the pains 
to inquire and investigate this question, you will 
find that there is a greater departure from the ad 
valorem principle under an ad valorem tariff than 
there is under one of specific duties. I suppose 
it is no longer a secret, and no man informed on 
the subject will pretend to question any longer, 
that it may be said to be the constant habit of for- 
eign importers to make false invoices, sustained 
by an affidavit, on which the purchaser in this 
country can cheat the Government out of one half 
the duty. 
gret to say, in this very city. You cannot now 
order a dress from Paris without getting a letter 
for payment at one price, and an invoice sworn 
to at about half the price, to pay the duties on. I 


can find the evidences of that in every department | 


of this Government, and call my witnesses in 
every branch of the Government; not that they 


| have been parties to the fraud. They order the 


article; and, as amatter of course, a false invoice 
comes with a false affidavit sustaining it, and then 
a bill with double price for you to pay for it, 
thinking that you would pay them a good price 
for the article, if they enabled you to cheat the 
Government out of half the duty. 

My opinion is, that this must be stopped. I 


am informed, and believe, that the honest Amer- | 


ican importer is being driven out of business rap- 
idly. 
lieve that it is moral and right to import goods 
under false invoices, sustained by false affidavits. 
On the continent of Europe there is a very differ- 
ent idea in regard to custom-house oaths. A man 
would not stand respectable for intelligence as a 
merchant, over there, whose conscience would 
shrink from favoring his customer on this side by 
these little appliances of false invoices and false 
oaths. For this reason, while I indorse the the- 
ory of an ad valorem duty, I cannot close my eyes 
to the fact that it isa series of unmitigated frauds; 
and we must try to arrive at the practical, hohest 
importation, even if we have to put specific duties 
in some caggs to prevent these frauds. I will not 


I have seen the evidence of that, I re- | 


tis hard work to get an American to be- | 


| 
| 
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go for a specific duty, except where I think it is 
essential to correct fraud, and to protect some 
American interest, either from haeik 2 combina- 
tion; but in all such cases I an: prepared to vote 
for it. ae 

Now, sir, in regard to this item of wool, it is 
said that very fine wools may be brought in mixed 
with dirt, and other filthy substances, to reduce 
the price below 18 cents; and then, when it is 
cleaned, itis worth 45 cents. We all know, es- 
pecially those of us who investigatethe question, 
that those tricks have been played; and- there is 
a ee in this bill that guards against them. 
That provision is, wherever there has been any 
admixture wit inferior material of any kind, so 
as to bring the price below 18 cents, the very high- 
est duties shall be paid, charging 9 cents duty in 
that case, in order to prevent fraud, That is the 
best guarantee that I can get against frauds in re- 
gard to coarse wools, 

Then, I come back to the point from which I! 
started: that the free list, so far as these coarse 
woolens are concerned, is beneficial to the wool- 
grower, instead of injurious. Iam not surprised 
that some Senators look with a little amazement 
at such a declaration; for 1 thought it was an ab- 
surdity when I first heard the proposition ad- 
vanced; but an investigation has satisfied me it is 
clearly so. 1 do not intend to go into the discus- 
sion of this tariff question; I feel that I have not 
been able to investigate itas thoroughly as I would 
like. Ihave endeavgred to examine it, and [ have 
made some progress. I think I have got along as 
well as some Senators, and perhaps a little better. 
I have learned enough about it to know that I 
know scarcely anything about it at all; anda man 
makes considerable progress on a question of this 
kind when he ascertains that fact. 1 feel that we 
are striking great interests in the dark. While 
we are trying to protect and save one branch of 
industry, we are striking a deadly blow at an- 
other. A tariff involves two conflicting princi- 

les which are eternally at war with each other. 
Every tariff involves the principles of protection 
and of oppression, the principles of benefits and 
of burdens. Every duty levied upon the import- 
ation of a foreign article, which comes in compe- 
tition with our home production, is a protection 
to that extent. Every duty levied upon a raw 
material which we do not manufacture here is a 
tax upon the manufacturer of that article here, 
Thus you find that, by protecting one interest, 
perhaps you will oppose another. For instance, 
if l am engaged in the manufacture of pig iron, I 
want a duty that will protect my interest. You 
give it to me, and then a man engaged in another 
branch of the iron business comes and says that 
the pig iron | manufacture is his raw material, 
and by protecting me and my manufacture of that 
article, you put a tax on his raw material to his 
injury. He has been injured to the same extent 
that { have been benefited; and then he wants 
protection on another point to make up for the 
lous on the raw material. Thus, when you at- 
tempt to discriminate for the purpose of benefit- 
ing one, youare striking a blow atanother. The 
great difficulty is, so to adjust these conflicting 
principles of benefits and burdens, as to make one 
compensate for the other in the end, and give 
equal benefits and equal burdens to every class 
of the community, 

I take it for granted that is what we are aiming 
atin this bill, lam afraid that the bill does not 
accomplish it. Ido not expect it to be put in 
such a shape that I can vote for it; but I am de- 


| termined that I will help to perfect it, and make 


| 





it as little objectionable as possible, in order that, 
if it does pass, it shall have the best influences 
upon the country that we can hope for from a 
tariff bill at this session of Congress. I shouid 


not have uttered a word, but for the remarks of 


the Senator from Michigan in defense of the wool 
interest, and the remarks of the Senator from 
Kentucky in defense of the great farming interest 
of the West, in which remarks I think they have 
botlf mistaken the interest of our section of the 
country, so faras this question of wool is involved. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the wooi that 


is imported free of duty is almost al! tife woo! that 
is imported, and that amounts to nearly twenty- 
| five million poundsa year. Now, ifthe agricultural 
interest is not toreceive any benefit from this tariff 
law, let us strike cut the duty altogether; because, 
as M@now stands, it is merely nominal; it does not 
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amount to anything, Let us either tax all wool 
something, or strike all the tax out. 

The Senator from Rhode Island says that wool 
in this country that is not worth 18 cents a pound 
is not worth raising. It is against that very fraud 
in valuation that lam opposed. That valuation 
of wool under 20 cents a pound is all a fraud. It 
is brought to this country from Australia in the 
dirt, oa a great deal of it is brought from Buenos 
Ayres; andywvhen it is cleaned, it comes in com- 
petition with the finest wool produced in the Uni- 
ted States. If you are going to tax foreign wools, 
lay a duty on them. eam a producer in a small 
way in Michigan of fine wool. §do not ask any 
protection for that, and I do not care anything 
about it. We get a very good price for wool; it 
is a very good business; and I want to see the 
farming interest flourish, and turn their attention 
more to the production of wool, so as to supply 
the entire manufactures «f the United States. We 
have the capacity to do it. Now, what I propose 


is to lay a duty onall wool, of 3 cents a pound. | 


On this wool valued under 20 cents a pound it 
amounts to 12 per cent. That is not prokdbhtoty. 
‘That is not so excessive in its amount of taxation 
as to affect the manufacturers in the slightest de- 
gree. lt only aids and helps and encourages the 
production of wool in this country. Thisduty on 
the finer wools is all a fraud; itis alla deception; 
and this introduction of wool under 20 ceftts a 
pound is all a fraud and a deception, because it is 
fine wool that isintroducedehiefly. I have been, 
myself, in woolen manufactorics in western New 
York, two hundred miles from the seaboard, and 
seen them making fine cassimeres from wool that 
came from Australia, because they would not pay 
40 cents a pound for American wool. I know 
what I say about that, for I have seen it. 

Mr. CAMERON, I have only a word to say; 
and I shall occupy no time. I think the Senator 
from Michigan and the Senator from Kentucky 


mistake the interests of the agriculturist on this | 


question. The true protection for the wool-grower 
is protection for the manufacturer of these goods. 
‘The state of business is now such that there is not 
a single manufactory of broadcloth in the United 
States. Under the tariff of 1842, manufactories of 
that article grew up, and the finest broadcloths in 
the world were made here. I repeat, there is not 
now a single manufactory of that kind in the 
United States. 

The gentleman, speaking of his wool, reminds 
me of the contest that there used to be in my 
State in favor of protection for coal. Our coal 


operators were constantly talking about protection. | 


Many of us them told that the way to protect their 
coal was to protect the iron, and thus make a 
market for their coal. They have all become con- 
vinced of it. As our iron business flourishes, so 
does the coal business; and as the wool manufac- 


turers in this country flourish, so will flourish the | 


wool-growers of the country. They cannot pre- 
tend to export any wool; it is useless; and they 
can have no marketunless they have manufactories 


of the article athome. Fifty years ago, the people | 


of the South came here with precisely the same 
proposition as the Senator from Michigan now 
makes about wool, in regard to their cotton. They 
asked Congress to impose a duty of 3 centsa 
pound upon all cotton that might be imported. 
There was not a single ounce imported; but we 
gave them the protection. It was never needed; 
and so it will be in regard to wool. 

I rose, however, more for this purpose than 
any other: to say that this constant change of its 
provisions by our own friends is going to destroy 
the bill. This bill has been prepared by a com- 
mittee of gentlemen conversant with the subject, 
men from different sections of the country, every 
one of whom has had his mind upon it for a year 
or more; and they must understand it better than 
we who are here. I have never seen any legis- 
lation made in the body that is useful at all; you 
must trust your committees; and we have had an 
able committee on this subject. In additian to 
that, we have had a select committee examining 
this question; and each of them tried to guard the 
interests of the country. The gentleman from 
Ohio has altered one item already. It has given 
some offense probably to some friends of the bill, 
although that proposition may be right. If we 
make another amendment, it may give offense to 
somebody else. We have but a majority oftwo 
or three, and our opponents on the other side are 
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willing to vote for anyamendment. I wish todo 
them no injustice; but they will vote for any- 
thing that is proposed, re it will divide us, 
and destroy the bill. Had we not better take the 
billasitis, relying on ourown friends, and fix any- 
thing wrong in it next year when we shall have 
a majority here, and can correct all thétis wrong ? 
That seems to be the true way of getting at it; 
and if all will adhere to that, we shall pass the 
bill to-day, and give gladness and prosperity to 
this country everywhere. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, we are ad- 
monished to-day to take care of the interests of 
the farmers. The farmers are a very strong class 
of men in this country, and I never knew any- 
body bold enough to make an attack upon them. 
It is a very easy thing to talk a great deal of the 
interests of the farmer, for they are strong and 
er are powerful; but I think thatany man who 
will study the revenue system of the country for 
a generation, will come to the conclusion that the 
agricultural interests of the country are promoted 
more indirectly than directly—promoted by in- 
creasing the commercial, the manufacturing, and 
the mechanical interests, and thereby indirectly 
promoting the interests of the farmers of the 
country. 

Now, sir, we were told four years ago, when 
the tariff of 1857 was before us, and a proposition 
was made to admit wool duty free under 50 cents 


| a pound, that it would be hostile to the interests 


of the wool-growers of the country; and some of 
them came here and protested against that change. 
Commercial men—men who have studied and 
mastered this whole question, who understand it 
in all its bearings and relations in our own coun- 
try, and in all the commercial and manufacturing 
countries in the world—came here with facts; they 
came here with this declaration: that the intro- 
duction into this country of the cheap wools of 
Buenos Ayres and Australia, and other portions 
of the world, worth less than 20 cents a pound, 
instead of diminishing the prices of the wool 
grown in our own country, would increase the 
demand for our own wool, and increase its price. 
Four years of experience proved their declara- 
tions to be true; and why does it, sir? The woolen 
manufactories of the country four years ago were 
nearly all closed. It has been stated here to-day 
that the manufactories of broadcloth have ceased 
nearly altogether. The manufacturers of wool in 
nearly all their departments were ruined, and their 
mills closed throughout the whole country. By 
admitting these wools, three fourths of which are 
cheap coarse wools, when cleaned of dirt, some 
fine wools, I grant, are admitted among them; 
but the great mass of that wool is of a cheap, 
coarse character, such as we do not raise in our 
own country; by admitting those wools duty free, 
the manufacturers were able to open their mills 
and enlarge their business, and increase their de- 
mand for our own wools; and under the operation 
of this system, woolen manufactories have in- 
creased in value and importance, and the prices 
of wools in this country for four years past have 
ruled higher than they ruled the four years pre- 
ceding. "This result was predicted in these Cham- 
bers, four years ago, as certain and inevitable; 
and I believe to-day, that if you change this, if 
you strike out the admission of these cheap wools, 
you will close, to a large extent, the woolen mills 
of the country; and you will by that means re- 
duce the price of your own native wool. 

Now, sir, I concur entirely in what the Sena- 
tor from Illinois has said upen this point. We 
raise less than seventy million pounds of wool in 
our own country; I think but a little more than 
sixty millions. We import from twenty to twen- 
ty-five million annually. A large portion of it, in 
fact nearly all of it, except a portion of the very 
fine and costly wools, of which we raise very 
littlke—a large portion of it is of that cheap char- 
acter demanded by the manufacturing interests of 
the country; and by the importation of it the mills 
are enabled to go on and enlarge, and to purchase 
our own wools, and that, too, at high prices; and 
experience has shown that, instead of these wools 
reducing the price of our own wools, they have 
increased those prices by being brought into the 
country free, ar being mixed in the manufacture 
of our own better sort of wools. 

Mr. WADE. Is it now in order to move to 
amend the amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are two 
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amendments now pending. The amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan is first in order, as that 
proposes to perfect the section ;and then the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky, which pro- 
poses to strike out. No amendment can now be 
received as in order. 

Mr.WADE. I believe I represent the greatest 
wool-growing State in the Union. That interest 
has been thriving under the present tariff, I do not 
know but satisfactorily; but I do not now wish 
to raise the duty on wool. I am satisfied with 
that in the original bill, if it can be carried out 
honestly and fairly; but I have reason to believe, 
and do believe, that under the tariff as it stands 
a large amount of wool comes into this country 
free which really and honestly ought to be sub- 
jected toaduty. All that I desis is to correct 
that: to have it honest; to have wool come under 
18 cents per pound that is really worth no more 
than that. I am willing that should come in free; 
but I fear that wool worth more than that is fre- 
quently mixed up with foreign substances for the 
very purpose of reducing it below that amount in 
order to bring it in free. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is provided for in 
this bill. 

Mr. WADE. I know it is attempted to be 
provided for; and the only objection I ate to the 
provision of the bill is, that it is exceedingly diffi- 
cult to prove under it the intention, for it must be 
done with a certain intent. There are words in 
it whieh seem to me to render it very difficult to 
make the proof. I will read this clause: 

Provided, That any wool of the sheep, or hair of the al- 
paca, the goat, and other like animals, which shall be im- 
ported in any other than the ordinary condition, as now and 
heretofore practiced, or which shal! be changed in its char- 
acter or condition for the purpose of evading the duty, or 
which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or 
any foreign substance, to 18 cents per pound, or less, shall 
be subject to pay a duty of 9 cents per pound, anything in 
this act to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Now, sir, who can prove, when it comes in, that 
it was done for the purpose of evading the duty— 
the intent with which it was done? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They do notgotoacourt 
to prove it. 

r. WADE. I know that. 

Mr. BIGLER. The fact itself will be conclu- 
sive. 

Mr. CLARK. Look at the next clause. 

Mr. WADE. I have looked at it; and it seems 
to me it does not do away entirely with the ob- 
jection. I have, in connection with others who 
have had some experience, endeavored to frame 
an amendment which will entirely obviate my 
objection. It would not be for the interests of the 
wool-growers of the State of Ohio to injure the 
manufacturers. Their interests, in my judgment, 
are identical. The more wool they can t induced 
to use up, the more it will be for the interest of 
the farmer who supplies them with that article 
I do not desire to do anything in this bill that 
shall work to their disadvantage; but then, I want 
the duty, so far as it tends to their protection, an 
honest one; that wool that is really of a higher 
value than the bill provides for sider that condi- 
tion shall not be imported, by mixing it up with 
foreign substances, as | am told is frequently done. 
Indeed, the provision here presupposes that that 
is frequently done, and it undertakes to provide 
against it, and to exclude it in the same way that 
Ido. Now, sir, if the amendment that I shall 
offer, should that of the Senator from Michigan 
fail, can be shown not to be better calculated to 
effect the same purpose than the bill, then I will 
be content with the bill as it is; for 1 say again, 
it is no part of my purpose to place any disad- 
vantage to our own manufacturers, for I think 
their interest is the same as that of the producer. 

Mr. BIGLER. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio whether, if we were to strike out the 
words, ‘ for the purpose of evading the duty, 
in the scpateande line, that would not be satis- 
factory to him? Then it would leave it etanding 
upon the naked fact that the wool had been mixe 
with foreign substances. : 

Mr. WADE. I am disposed to think that 
would work the very change I wish to effect. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to make a single re- 
mark in reply to what fell from the Senator from 
Kentucky. ie said this bill was made under the 
influence of delegations from big cities, and he 
ventured to say that I had not consulted with 
farmers, andif I had, I would not have made such 
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a bill as this. I want that Senator to understand 
that I ama farmer myself, and raised wool before 
he was born: He thinks it a fine business to get | 
up here and arraign ny that are making tar- | 
iffs and accuse them of being leagued with great | 


. | . . . .** | 
capitalists in the central cities, and against labor. | 19, to strike out the first proviso, in the following |) 


Sir, I have labored quiteas many years as he has; 
and when he finds me leaguing against labor and 
in favor of capital, it will be time enough for him 
to accuse me of it. I said this duty was agreed 
to by delegations of farmers, or the men repre- 
senting them, and manufacturers, and members 
of the committee. They had the subject up over 
and over again, and finally agreed upon this; and 
they agreed to’ be satisfied with it last year. If I 
could see any way in the world to benefit any 
leading interest in this country, I would do it in- 
stanter; but I will tell that Senator, loud as he 
may talk about the interest of farmers, the prop- 
osition he makes would be ruinous, ten times as 
bad as this bill. He proposes a duty of 20 per | 
cent. ad valorem on wool. It would be invoiced 
so that you would not get 2 cents a pound on it. 
We puta duty of 9 cents on this wool that we 
think comes mostly in competition with the wool 
of the United States. As to those wools that do 
not come in competition, but enable our coarse 
woolen manufacturers to make descriptions of 
blankets and coarse goods that they could not 
otherwise make, we let them in free. If there is | 
anything wrong in it, I would go as far as any- 
body to try to avoid it. * But for these manufac- 
turers, there would be no demand for that wool 
at all in this country, and I can tell Senators we 
make_the best wool of any country in the world 
to m@ke warps of. Pennsylvania and Ohio raise 
the best woslnd any part of the world to make a 
warp for goods—better than is raised anywhere 
in Europe; but they make better wool in Europe 
to make filling of; it will felt better than ours. | 
have known wool-growers to ship wool to Liv- 
erpool to sell to English nranufacturers for warps, 
while we were importing wool to make filling of. 
{ will not enlarge upon this subject; but I be- 
lieve my friend from Michigan, who desires to 
guard this bill against frauds, will reach his pur- 
pose by leaving it asitis. If you should stop 
this importation of coarse wool, which is now let 
in free, you would kill all the mills, because it 
is let in free all over the world. We have only 
put a duty of 10 per cent. on blankets, above the 
duty on the wool 6 cents a pound. There area 
good many things that get in, in order to make 
these coarse articles which you cannot touch. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 


ready for the question on the proposed amend- 
ment? 


Mr. GWIN. 





I should like to hear it read. 
The Secretary read it; in line eight of section 
twelve, to strike out the words “ shall exceed 18 


cents per pound, and,’’ so that the section will 
read: 
First, on all wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the 


| offered. 





. : ; ae 
from Kentucky; inasmuch as that is to strike out | 





| an amendment to perfect it. The amendment 
| proposed by the Senator from Ohio will be read. 
| ‘The Secretary read the amendment, on page 


** Provided, That any wool of the sheep, or haif of the 
alpaca, the goat, and other like animals which shall be im- 


retofore practiced, or which shall be changed in its char- 
acter or condition for the purpose of evading the duty, or 
which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or 
any foreign substance to 18 cents per pound, or less, shall be 
subject to pay a duty of 9 coun oee pound, anything in this 
act to the contrary notwithstanding.”’ 


And to insert, in lieu thereof: 


That all imported wool, which shall contain a larger ad- 
mixture of dirt, burrs, yolk, grease, or other substance other 
than fine wool—than good merchantable wool of a similar 
quality and fineness, the growth and produce of the United 
States—shall be reduced in weight to the extent of such 
excess; and duty shall be levied on such imported wool, 
according to its value per pound, when so reduced in 
weight. 

Mr. WADE. I believe that better effects the 
object that was intended by the committee than 
their own provision. I do not want to alter what 
they intend to effect; but it seems to me, this | 
amendment would be better At any rate, let us 
have a vote upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I consider | 
this the most important amendment that has been 
I know something about this imported 

| 





wool. I have seen wool imported free, valued 
under 18 cents a pound, that was actually worth 
60 cents a pound after it was cleansed; and a very 
large proportion of the wool that is imported free, 
under 18centsa pound, is actually wool that comes 
in competition with our best grades of western 
wool. Now, sir, this proviso of the committee 
does not reach the case. You cannot prove that 
they intended fraud. The wool is imported in the 
dirt, and it is very dirty; it is mixed, and it is 
wonderfully mixed; but there is every grade, and 
there is every grade of dirt. Let the wool be re- 
duced to its proper weight when cleaned, and you 
will have an absolute bar to fraud. Without that, 
you have no bar. I[ hope this amendment will be, 
adopted. I hope that every friend of the bill will 
vote for it; for it is the only safeguard that has 
et been offered against fraud. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will not detain the Senate 
long; but I desire to correct a little eer 
sion on the part of the Senator from Michigan. 
The committee did not insert this proviso in the 
bill. It was in the bill as it came from the House; | 
but I should vote against altering it. This taking 
the wool in the custom-house and cleaning the 
yolk and the dirt out of it to find how much per- 
centage it should pay, would be a very unsafe | 
process. If this provision is retained, and there | 
1s danger about its being embarrassed by the words 
‘*for the purpose of avoiding duty,’’ I will move 
to strike them out;so that, if it comes in ina state 





| 
alpaca, goat, and other like animals, unmanufactured, the 
vaine whereof at the last port or place from whence ex- | 
ported to the United States, shall not exceed 24 cents per | 

ound, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, a duty of 
J cents per pound. 

Mr. GWIN. I think that is the best amend- 
ment that has been proposed to this bill, and I 
hope it will be adopted. I shall vote for it. 

r. POWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays 
-on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chand- 
ler, Clingman, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nichol- | 

son, Pearce, Polk, and Powell—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Cameron, Clark, Dix- | 
on, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, | 
Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wig- 
fall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20. 

So the amendment was not agreed to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. *The question | 
recurs on the amendment propoSed by the Sena- | 
torfrom Kentucky. . — 

Mr. WADE. I move to amend by striking 
out the whole of the first proviso, on page 17, and | 
inserting what I send to the Chair. 


Mr. POWELL. The amendment that I offered } 


to the twelfth section has not been disposed of. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of | 
the Senator from Ohio is to amend that twelfth | 
section, which will be in order before the question | 


| est duty; and then, w 


words: 
| 

| 

} 


C= in any other than the ordinary condition, as now and 
ne. 
| 
| 
| 





other than the ordinary state, it shall pay the high- 

Lothar they intend to cheat 

or not, if it is not imported in the ordinary way 
let them pay 9 cents upon it. 

Mr. BIGLER. We have a right to do that 
now, as the Senator from Ohio proposes to strike 
out the whole clause. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say if the provision is not 
stricken out, and it is deemed necessary, | will 
move that amendment. 

Mr. BIGLER. But we can do it now, if it is 
desired, before the motion to strike out is Pt. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I cannot offer the amend- 

| ment until the present one is disposed of. 

| Mr. GRIMES. I ask that the amendment be 
again reported. * 
| The Secretary read it. 
| Mr. CHANDLER. I call for the yeas and 
| nays on the amendment. 

| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

| The amendment was rejected. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The question 


|| recurs on the amendment offered by the Senator 
| from Kentucky. . 


| Mr. POWELL. On that question I call for 
| the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say one word. 
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, have under the provisions of this bill. If Sena- 
the section, and the Senator from Ohio proposes || tors want to destroy what little encouragement we 


| have undertaken to give the growing of wool, they 


} 


| 





| 


| interest here. 


can vote for it. I hope the friends of the wool- 


| growers will vote against it. 


Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Rhode 
Island seems to be the champion of the farming 
I have no idea that the amendment 
I propose will satisfy the manufacturing interest, 
but I do think it will satisfy the farmers. I hope 
it will be adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment be 
again reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read 

Mr. GREEN. I object to the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made to the reading of the amendment, it hav- 
ing been repeatedly read, it can only be read by 
a vote of the Senate. The question is: ** Shall the 
amendment be read?’’, 

The call for the reading of the amendment was 
negatived. 

he question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Powe .’s amendment, resulted—yeas 20, 
nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Cling 
man, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennes- 


see, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, 


| Polk, Powell, Sebastian, arid Trumbull—20. 


} 





NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—22. 


80 the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. POWELL. I ptopose to amend the twelfth 
section by inserting, after the word * pound,”’ 
in the ninth line, these words: ** shall be subject 
to a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem.’’ ‘That 
will make the 20 per cent. duty apply only to 
coarse wools, 

The Secretary read the amendment, in the ninth 
line of the twelfth section, to insert, after the word 
** pound,”’ the words *‘ shall be subject to a duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so that the clause will 


| read: 


First. All wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the 
alpaca, goat, and other like animals, unmanufactured, the 
value whereof at the last port or place from whence ex- 
ported tothe United States shall exceed 18 cents per pound, 
and shall not exceed 24 cents per pound, shall be subject 
to a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. POWELL. I desire to modify that amend- 
ment by striking out the words “ shall exceed 
18 cents per pound, and.” © 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is exactly the amend- 
ment I offered. 

Mr. POWELL. Then the clause will read: 

All wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the alpaca, 
goat, and other like animals, unmanufactured, the value 
whereof at the last port or place from whence exported to 
the United States shall not exceed 24 cents per pound, shall 
be subject to a duty of 20 percent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BIGLER. AsI understand the Senator 


from Kentucky, he is in fact offering the same 


|; amendment which has been voted down. 


| 
| 
| 


| Here is a proposition to reduce the duty on this | 





| 


is taken on the amendment offered by the Senator || protection, in my deliberate judgment, as they || 


Mr. POWELL. No, sir. 

Mr. BIGLER. It is substantially the same. 
Mr. POWELL. Certainly, not. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Pennsy!l- 


| vania is mistaken. The other proposed a duty of 


3 cents, and this 20 
Mr. BIGLER. 


er cent. 
he Senator moves to make 


| the duty 20 per cent. ad valorem, and that was 


voted down. 

Mr. HUNTER. Oh, no. The proposition 

pb rai was to impose a duty of 3 cents a 
ound. 

; Mr. POWELL. This is an ad valorem duty 

that I propose; and it is to extend only to coarse 

wools. 

Mr. CAMERON. I havea word to say to the 
friends of the bill. Some of these amendments 
are in substance the same as the provisions in the 
bill. Then why are they necessary? If they de- 
sire to carry the bill, I hope they will vote against 
all the amendments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucicy is to levy a 
duty of 20 per cent. on wool valued at less than 
24 cents a pound. That isa higher rate of duty 
than my proposition to lay a duty of 3 cents a 
pound on it, which would be from 12 to 15 per 
cent. 


turers; but I shall vote for this amendment now 
as the best I can do. 


I should prefer a lower rate, because I do * 


| not want to do anything to injure the manufac- 
| fine wool 20 per cent., which is not near as much || 


es 


ie gets we 
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his amendment, and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 15, nays 23; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennes- 
sec, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, 
Powell, and Sebastian—18. 

NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Bigler, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—23. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN. I think it is impossible to get 
through with this bill to-day, and I move that the | 
Senate adjourn. [Oh! no.’’] It is Saturday 
evening. 


Mr. BIGLER. We had better go on an hour 


et. 

The question being put on the motion to ad- 
jonrn, there were, on a division—ayes 12, noes 21. 

Mr.GREEN. That is not a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) It is sufficient that the Senate do 
not adjourn. 

Mr. BAYARD. But you cannot go on with 





Mr. BAYARD, I submit that unless it ap- 
pears that there is a quorum of the Senate on 
any question which is brought before it, we can 
gives to no other buginess until a quorum is 
cre, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We can take 
no vote without a quoram; but it does not require 
a quorum on a question of,adjournment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for a recount. I 
think there is a quorum in the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being again put, there were, on 
a division—ayes 12, noes 25. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to offer an amendment 
to this bill, and but one. If the policy of the bill 
be to prohibit the importation of any matter men- 
ened in it, it has been effected, | doubt not, by 
the clause which I shall propose to amend; or if 
the policy of the bill be to depart from the usual 
spirit of taxation, to impose taxes “pee necessa- 
ries and to exempt luxuries, it is effected by the 
clause to which | shall advert. I propose to 
amend the bill, in section six, on page 7, from 
lines thirty-eight to forty-three—the tax on cigars. 
The bill imposes a graduated tax upon cigars, 
taxing very heavily those that are cheap, and 
proportionally exempts from tax those that are 
expensive and costly. The bill provides—I take 
the printed amendment, as I understand the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee was adopted: 

On cigars of all kinds, valued at $5, or under, per thou- 
sand, 20 cents per pound; over $5, and not over $10, 40 
cents per pound ; and over $10, 60 cents per pound, and, in 
addition thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem. 

My attention has been called to that, because 
the section of country from which I come is deeply 
interested in the tohacco product. I never had 
inquired into it before particularly, but I was sur- 
prised that they could take tobacco from Virginia 
and Kentucky toGermany,and there manufacture 
it into cigars, and bring them back and sell the 
cigars at prices that brought them within reach 
of the humblest smoker. I know enough of to- | 
bacco and the consumption of tobacco to know | 
that, like tea and coffee, it has become a neces- 
sary, an absolute necessary. We might dispense | 
with teaand coffee, as faras nutrition is concerned, | 
and live without them; and we mightdispense with 





‘Mr. POWELL called for the yeas and nays on | 


business without a quorum. 
Mr. HALE. How many voted? 





tobacco, as far as nutrition is concerned, and live 
without it; but it has entered into such general | 
use among all classes, the wealthy and the poor, | 
as to have become as essentially a necessary as | 
these eastern products of tea and coffee. It is a | 
necessary to the poor man, an indulgence to the | 
more wealthy class; a necessary to the poor man, 
that he may have the tobacco; an indulgence to | 
the wealthy class, that he may indulge himself in | 
flavor. Those who projected this bill tax the 
necessary of the poote and comparatively exempt 
the indulgence of the wealthy, as I will show to 
ou, and in the most e~traordinary manner. 
ho ever heard of cigars being rated by the | 
pound? They are not rated so in the market. | 
Mr. BAYARD. The English tariff imposes a 
duty on the pound. 
Mr. MASON. But we are not in England. 














Mr. BIGLER. We were yesterday,on the 
warehousing subject. 

Mr. MASON. Who ever heard, in this coun- 
try, of cigars being valued by the pound—I mean 
on among the consumers? I had not the most 
remote idea how many cigars by the tale would 
be measured by apound; nor has anybody else. 
I doubt whether there is a Senator on this floor, 
unless those who have projected this bill, who 
have any idea how many cigars make a pound. 
They are sold by the thousand, or by the hun- 
dred, or by the dozen. 

Mr. POLK. I am under the impression that 
the Senator from Virginia is mistaken. The pound 
portion was struck out, I believe, and now the 
valuation is by the thousand. 

Mr. MASON. I take the bill as it is here; the 
amendment is in italics. 

= BIGLER. The Senator from Virginia is 
right. 

Mi r. MASON. The amendment which has been 
adopted values them at so much a pound. My 
attention wasdrawn to it to see how the tax would 
work. The bill taxes cigars that are valued at 
$5 or under per thousand, 20 cents per pound in 
the first place, as a specific tax, and then 10 per 
cent. ad valorem additional. I put myself to the 
trouble of inquiring, and I found that the cheapest 
cigars that are imported are those, I think, chiefly 
from es and far the larger portion of 
cigars that are brought from Germany are at prices 
from $2 50 to $3 per thousand. Now, as the bill 
stands with the amendment of the committee, 
cigars valued at $2 50 or $3 per thousand in Ger- 
many, are taxed 20 cents a pound, and of these 
cigars a thousand weigh about thirteen pounds. 
Then the tax upon them by weight is $2 60 a 
thousand. Putting their value at $2 50, (and the 
larger number of cigars, I believe, are imported at 
that rate,) the ad valorem tax of 10 per cent. is 25 
cents more, so that these cigars, which cost about 
$2 50 in Germany, are taxed here $2 85, or 114 

r cent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Virginia if he understands 
this 10 per cent. to apply to the cheaper cigars. 
According to the grammatical construction of the 
bill as it is—I do not know what may have been 
the intention of the framers—it seems to me the 
punctuation makes it clear that the 10 per cent. 
ad valorem only applies to the higher priced cigars. 

Mr. MASON. I read the text, and rome 4 
in construction, whatever may have been intended, 
the ad valorem tax applies to all the classes of 
cigars here mentioned. It reads thus: 

On cigars of all kinds valued at $5 or under per thou- 
sand, 20 cents per pound; over $5 and not over $10, 40 
cents per pound; and over $10, 60 cents per pound, and, in 
addition thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem. 

The punctuation will hardly affect the construc- 
tion; but that would make a matter of very little 
moment. This 10 per cent. ad valorem is a very 
small tax in proportion to the tax by weight. 
Thus it lam, result that these cigars, costing 
$2 50 a thousand in Germany, would be taxed 
$2 60 by weight, and 25 cents by the ad valorem 
percentage, making $2 85, or 114 per cent. Ci- 
gars that cost over $10 a thousand are taxed 60 
centsa pound, and, in addition thereto, 10 per cent. 
ad valorem. At the rate of 13 pounds to the thou- 
sand, that would make the wah tax at $12 80 
at 60 cents a pound, or about 125 per cent. 

I speak of these cheap cigars as a necessary to 
the poorer people, just as much so as a pipe is 
nece@ary to those who cannot afford even the 
indulgence of a cheap cigar. It is a necessary, 

uite as much s6 as tea or coflee. How is it with 
those who can afford greater indulgence? We 
know that cigars cost in Cuba, where the higher 
flavored tobacco is raised, every imaginable price, 
from $50 to $500 per thousand. 

Seni eas Oh, no. From $5 to $50. 

Mr. MASON. I dare say some are sold at $5, 
or $10, or $20 a thousand; but | know, from cor- 
rect information, mat cigars - sold a en a 

100, $200, $300, and $400 per thousan epend- 
ioe weight? No. Dependentupon ee I 
know that tobacco in the State of Virginia, raised 
in the game county and the same year, and sold at 
the same market, by planters within ten or twenty 
miles of each other, will sell, some at $8 and some 
at $80 a hundred by the hogshead, That is owing 
to the flavor. Yet this bill taxes the luxury of those 
who can afford to indulge their palate in this high 


flavor, even when cigars are brought here from 
Cuba at $50 a thousand, at 25 per cent.; while the 
necessary of life to the poor man is taxed from 
114 to 125 per cent. Where is the justice of it? 
It is covered up by charging so much per pound, 
but the result is the same—to tax the necessary 
to prohibition, and to tax the luxury in the most 
lenient and indulgent manner. 

I move, as this policy has to be carried out b 
an amendment, in line thirty-nine of the six 
section, to strike out the word “‘ five ’’ and insert 
the word ‘‘three;’’ in line forty, as part of the 
same amendment, to strike out ‘*20’’ and insert 
*©10,”’ It will then read: 

On cigars of all kinds valued at $3 and under, per thou- 
sand, 10 cents per pound. 

If that is adopted, I shall pursue it by reducing 
pro rata the rest of the taxation. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think the Senator from 
Virginia has made a mistake in the basis of his 
calculation. I do not believe a thousand cigars 
can weigh thirteen pounds. I believe if he had 
said three pounds, he would have been nearer 
rights certainly not more than four pounds. That 
takes off two thirds of his calculation. The rea- 
son for taking these low-priced cigars is this: the 
whole cigar-making business of this country has 
been carried to Germany, because those people 
there make a false cigar, a cigar mixed up with 
ingredients which are not tobacco. They will 
use a little tobacco, but worthless articles are put 
in besides, and they are sent here for actually less 
than tobacco can be bought for. The cigars are 
actually sold here ata less rate per thousand than 
tobacco can be sold for in this country. Yet the 
tobacco goes there, and comes back in the Shape 
of cigars. 

Iam not willing to admit that this isa necessary, 
though some may think it is; but, whether it is 
or not, poor people in this country formerly made 
their living by making cigars. The poor women, 
the widows, and the orphan children of the coun- 
try made cigars, out of which they supported 
themselves before this business got into foreign 
hands; and this worthless article is made abroad, 
and then they cheat us in the invoice, just as the 
Senator from Illinois, a little while ago, said the 
great wrong in this whole system of ad valorems 
was the cheating connected with it, the false in- 
voices, and the false swearing. This cigar mak- 
ing is part of that business. I tell you they will 
bring the cigars here, notwithstanding the duties 
you place on them, and sell them for less than 
they can be made for in this country, regardless 
of the cost of the tobacco; and there has been 
more fraud in the article of German cigars than 
in any other article which has been brought into 
this country. I know more about the poor peo- 
ple of this country than the Senator from Vir- 

inia,and perhaps more than any other man here. 

know all their wants, all their sympathies, all 
their feelings. I know they have no interest in 
that which he advocates. Their interest, on the 
contrary, is to give as much labor as rap to 
our own people. The honest poor of this coun- 
try ask no boon but to be allowed to work, and 
get proper wages for it. Give them work, and 
they will sustain themselves, regardless of any 
surroundings they may have. They ask nothing 
more. 

Mr.MASON. I have no doubt in the world that 
the tobacco out of which these inferior cigars are 
made is the cheapest kind of tobacco that can be 
got from any place. We do not smoke, except 
in pipes, in my country. Tobacco is raised in 
Virginia. Ido not know that it is made into 
cigars for any consumption at home; but | do 
know that the tobacco which is sent from this 
country to Europe is consumed in Europe, after 
being subjected to their process of manufacture, 
under circumstances which lead to this result: 
that a hogshead of tobacco which would cost $100 
in Richmond,-Virginia, will pay a duty of $1,200 
at Liverpool, to the British Government; then be 
sold to the consumer at less than $10 a hundred, 
or 10 cents a pound. Yet those who consume 
that tobacco consider it as much of a necessary 
as those in this country who drink their coffee at 
morning, midday, and night. What sort of cof- 
fee? The cheapest kinds of West India coffee, 
that hardly, to those whose palates have been 
otherwise educated, would be considered cotlee 


at all; but to them it is a necessary, absolutely @ 


necessary. So with tobacco. 


ott on am cab 





1861. 


The honorable Senator says he would not con- 
sider it a necessary. Perhaps I would not, or per- 
haps I might. It would depend on whether we 
had been accustomed to its use. We all know 
that such is the consumption of tobacco through- 
out the world, that the potentates of Europe have 
been enabled to speculate on the necessities of 
their poor, and make them take it in the most 
drugged, deteriorated, and injurious form, because 
they will take it, and derive a large revenue from 
it. Now, as to the Senator’s idea that the poorer 
people, who use these inferior cigars, are not in- 
terested in having cheap cigars, I leave that issue 
with him, as an ordinary question of political 
economy. I take it for granted they can better 
determine from their earnings whether they can 
afford to buy cigars that are brought in from Ger- 
many, and bought there at $2 50 a thousand, 
cheaper than they can afford to buy those that 
are manufactured by the labor around them. 

I have moved in this matter because I really 
looked on these cheap cigars as a necessary, and 
found that they had been prohibited, and that the 
more expensive cigars had been treated very len- 
iently by the rate of duty, because cigars at$l5a 
thousand pay but 25 per cent. under the impo- 
sition here. I speak in round terms. You pro- 
hilgt the necessary by expensive taxes, and ad- 
mit the luxury under the small tax. Now, asto 
the weight —— 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to understand the hon- 
oe Senator, if he will allow me to interrupt 

im. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. IL understand him to say that 
it takes thirteen thousand of these cigars to make 
a pound. - I doubt it very much. 

Mr. MASON. I did not say that it takes thir- 
teen thousand of these cigars to a pound; but that 
there are thirteen pounds of these cigars to a thou- 
sand. It is just the very opposite of what the 
Senator supposes. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania doubted the estimate. 

Mr. BIGLER. The German cigars run about 
six pounds to the thousand, and the other from 
ten to twelve pounds to the thousand. 

Mr. MASON. What were the 
sources of information? 

Mr. BIGLER. My friend from Rhode Island, 
who actually weighed them during the sittings of 
our committee. 

Mr. MASON. I will tell you the sources of 
information I had. I had no more idea of the 
number of cigars it would take to make a pound 
than the honorable Senator has of how much mo- 
lasses it would take to make a yard. {Laughter.] 
One is as much confounded as the other. I ob- 
tained, through a friend of mine, the information 
from a German importer in Baltimore. The re- 
ply of the importer was that the German cigars 
which were sold at $2 50 to $3 thousand weighed 
about thirteen pounds to the thousand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [I do not wish to prolong 
this debate. [should think that anybody who 
read the original bill, and read the amendments, 
would understand the object of the committee in 
classifying these cigars. In the original bill, 
cigars were all taxed at 50 centsa pound, no mat- 
ter what they cost. We have made three stages, 
and put 20 cents a pound on the very low cigars, 
costing $5a thousand and under; 40 cents a pound 
on those between $5 and $10 a thousand; and 60 
cents a pound, with an addition to that of 10 per 
cent. on those above $10 a thousand; because we 
knew there were some of these very costly cigars, 
and we thought we could very well put a little 
ad valorem duty on them in addition to the specific 
duty. Now, sir, the Senator from Virginia has 
taken an hour to show that we put the lowest 
rates on the highest cigars; that is, that 60 cents 
is lower than 20! That is the amountof it. He 
tries to make it out that 20 cents isgnore than 60 
cents by pound weight. When you come to the 
ad volorem duty in this case, if I understand the 
structure of the sentence, it applies only to the 
highest cigars That is the way I have been 
taught to read. But perhaps I did not study in 
the right school; and I never went to school much, 
anyhow. 

_ Now, I will tell you about the weight of the 
cigars. The Senator from Pennsylvania is mis- 





Senator’s 





| 
} 
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| story was not got up until this bill was made; and 


THE 


| 









| been weighed forty times over in a balance. He || 


| nations by our taking off these duties! 


| show how enormous these duties were; but I 


! . 
| put on the $5 a thousand cigars. 


| and that would make a duty of $1 60, which would 
| be a little over 30 per cent. 


| going alon 


as accurate in everything he does as any man | 
ever knew. You hardly ever hear him utterasen- 
tence here that does not come in form as if it had 


weighed these cigars, and told me the result of the 
specimens he got. Then the minister from Ger- 
many came in here occasionally, and called my |! 
attention to the enormity of this 50 cents a pound | 
duty. In order to getat it, I asked him the weight 
of the cheap cigars, and he said that he thought 
they weighed about six to eight pounds a thou- 
sand. He wanted me to make another stage in 
this matter, as the Senator from Virginia does. 
He thoughg it would do much to conciliate foreign 
If I had 
gone to an importer of cigars, I should have ex- 
pected him to weigh the heaviest ones he had, to 


thought that the distinguished representative of 
that county to our Government was a man of 
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ing the general mode of assessing a duty, he 
should be prepared to inform the Senate how that 
mode will quadrate—how it will square with the 
former mode. I said to him,as I suppose other 
Senators will say, that I had not the most remote 


|| idea how much a thousand cigars would weigh. 


I know the experience of our country has been 
that cigars are purchased at home, as well as 
abroad, by the tale, not by weight; and yet he 
comes in bn and confounds, in the assessing of 
his duty, the weight of cigars and the number. 
To get the information necessary, I sought it in 
the mode I have stated. I got it from an importer 
of these cheap cigars. I dognot know that 4 ever 
saw one of them; but it was reported that it took 
thirteen pounds in weight to make a thousand, I 
knew also, what the Senator seems to be or as- 
sumes to be incredulous of, that tobacco, like tea, 





honor; that I was safe in assuming that he told 
me about what the fact wes. I did not calculate to 
go all over the city, and find out what was right to 
I supposed they 


would weigh about eight pounds to the thousand, 


1 agree that this is 
over our average rate. If they did not weigh more 
than six pounds to the thousand, it would be less. 
I thought the use of these cigars; and especially 
the cheap ones, was one of the greatest vices that 
the young men were subject to. You see a bo 

g the streets now, eleven years old, wit 

a cigar in his mouth. I never did thrash mine 
much, but if I caught one‘of them at it when he 


| was young, I think [ should be témpted to depart 


from my usual rul@s of discipline. [Laughter.] 

The Senator from Virginia says this is a neces- 
sary. So is liquor to some people. We put 75 
cents a gallon on brandy. Phat is as necessary 
to some people as bread. I am not a very strong 
temperance man myself; but I certainly would put 
about as high a duty on liquors as | would on 
tobacco, and I chew tobacco every day; and when 
I cannot get good, I have to chew bad. I have 
got into suck a foolish habit that I cannot very 
well do without it, and I have some sympathy for 
those who get addicted to vices; but 1 do not want 
to coax them into them by regulating the tariff. 
The minister from Germany told me that these 
cheap cigars weighed from six to eight pounds to 
the thousand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What did the Senator from 
Vermont say? 

Mr. SIMMONS. He weighed some Habanas, 
and they weighed a pound to thedhiundred. These 
German cigars, however, are the meanest kind of 
cigars and the lightest kind and the cheapest kind, 
and they have the lowest duty on them. If I 
thought there would have been so much noise 
about it, I believe I should have let the House 
duty of 50 cents a pound stand; but I thought we 
might very well reduce that, and graduate it ac- 
cording to the quality of the articles. My pur- 
pose has been all along to try to perfect this bill, 
so that there could be no more paper calculations 
about its being 160 per cent.; butitdoes not make 
any difference what you do; I believe if you put 
these cigars at 5 cents a pound, somebody would 
make it out that the duty was 400 per cent.; and 
and if it was 40 cents, they would make it out 20 
per cent., if that suited them. They can cipher 
oe Anybody who reads the amendment, 
will know that the committee intended to grad- 
uate these duties according to the value of the 
article. 

I never heard of any cigars at $500 to the thou- 
sand, that the Senator speaks of. They would be 
50 cents apiece. If a man smoked them as much 
as some men smoke, he would want $1,000,000 


that there are such cigars. 

never dispute any extravagant statement which is 
made when a tariff is up. The Senator tries to 
make out that we impose a lower duty on the 
highest priced cigars. Well, if there are any 
cigars at $500 a thousand, the pound duty would 
be $1 50, and the 10 per cent. in addition would 
be $50, making the duty $51 50 on the $500. I 
never heard of any such cigars before. That 


taken about my weighingthem. One of my col- || I hope we shall not alter it for that. 


leagues on the select committee was the Senator 


Mr. MASON. 


income to find him in cigars. I donot know but 
I have got so that I 
I think we have a right to ex- 


from Vermont, (Mr. Cortamer.] He is about || pect that when a Senator brings in a bill chang- 


like wine, like brandy, is valued not by its weight, 
not byits bulk, but by its flavor. Itold the Senator 
what I had seen in my own State—two hogsheads 
of tobacco raised in the same county, in the same 
year, on two different pene within two 
miles of each other, one hogshead selling at $8 a 
hundred, and the other at $80—800 per cent. dif- 
ference. What made that difference ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not mean to question 
the accuracy of these statements at all. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not understand that; but I 
understood the Senator to assign very little weight 
to the fact that flavor discriminated the value; and 

et it does; and I said what [ happened to have 
fenrd from gentlemen who have been conversant 
with the markets in Havana, and have been curi- 
ous in their cigars—I am not so. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator from Vir- 
cinia willallow me, I will state that I am informed 
by one of our doorkeepers, who was in the cigar 
business, that the average weight is about seven 
and a half pounds to the thousand. 

Mr. MASON. I know nothing about the door- 

keeper, or what his businessis when he is at home; 
but I suppose the weight of the cigar will depend 
upon the quality of the tobacco in it. I stated 
what I happened to hear incidentally—that in 
the prices that are paid by the very wealthy peo- 
ple for their indulgencies, they paid as high as 
$500 a thousand for their cigars. During this 
winter—not in reference to this bill in the slightest 
degree, certainly before I knew there was such a 
provision in the bill, and the gentleman to whom 
T refetred had no knowledge of it—a friend of mine 
gave me acigar; a single one of an importation at 
$500athousand. They are discriminated by their 
flavor entirely; yet the scheme of this bill is to 
impose a tax on the poorer class who use the 
cheaper cigars, to the exemption of the more 
wealthy class, who can afford to indulge in this 
whim, this taste, which the Senator seems to be 
incredulous about. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido not think we shall be 
able to finish this bill to-day; and I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 11, noes 24. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam by no means sure that 
I shall not vote for the amendment of the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia, to reduce the duty on 
these cigars one half. They are fixed in the bill 
at varying rates, according to the valuation, and 
his proposition is to reduce the duties one half. 
I think he has fallen into some errors in his state- 
ment. I do not believe that, under any circum- 
stances, the flavor of cigars ever made the cost 
in Cuba anything like an approximation to the 
amount he states. I do not think that cigars ever 
cost in Cuba, dependent upon their flavor, $75 
a thousand, much less $500. I do not mean to 
say that men may not e that for fancy cigars, 
put up in boxes which have no value, allowing 
themselves to be fooled into the payment of ex- 
travagant sums in that way; but f mean to say 
that the flavor of the cigar will not vary its price 
in the island of Cuba—f think I know something 
about it—so as to make it exceed over $60 or $70 
a thousand at the outside, dependent on the flavor, 
independent of any, particular mode of making the 
cigar, and the mode in which it is put up, and all 
the contrivances that men resort to in order to 

lease the eye. If you choose to indulge in the 
fuses of the eye, connected with the form of the 
cigar and the mode in which it is prepared, and 
all that, in preference to the flavor, of course you 
must pay for it; but as regards the mere question 
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of the value ots cigar occasioned by the difference 
in flavor, | do not suppose, in any case, it would 
exceed $60 or $70 a co at the outside, and 
I doubt whether it would ever go over $60. 
Apart from that, there is a principle involved 
in this matter. Though it is true that tobacco 
has become an artificial want, and therefore, in 
that sense, a necessity, as I admit, to the country 
at large—for almost all classes smoke —that is not 
a reason why (when you are imposing a duty for 
the purpose of revenue) if you find that spurious 


articles have been introduced into the country, 
which are not tobacco, and may be more injuri- 
ous, you should not in your legislation lay a 
heavier duty on th? spurious articles than upon 
those which are really and intrinsically what they 
are represented to be. Now my impression is, 


that the vast amount of these cigars that are called 
German cigars are anything but tobacco. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The uestion 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. MASON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. MASON. lIshall take the vote on this 
amendment as te sting the purpose of the Senate 
to interfere with this graduation of duties; and if 
it be rejected, I shall not press it further. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 25; as follows: 
Y EAS—Mesars. Bragg, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, John- 


son of ‘Tennessee, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
and Rice—11. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigier, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandier, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, Mor- 
rill, Seward, Simmons, Sumne r, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, and W ilson—25. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to introduce a resolution in regard 
to the hour of meeting. 

The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER, (Mr. Fosper.) 
The resolution will be read for information. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday next the daily hour 


of meeting of the Senate shall be ejeven o’clock, until 
otherwise ordered. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
can now be received only by unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order to consider the 
resolution now, if it be objected to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I must object to it. 

Mr. WILSON. I submit an amendment to the 
bill as an additional section. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I haveagood many amend- 
ments to offer. 

Mr. WILSON. I thought you were through. 

Mr. SIMMONS. When we came to the sec- 
tion which the Senator from Kentucky wanted to 
amend, as that was regularly in order, I waived 
making some little verbal alterations until he got 
through with it. It is very late; and a strong ap- 
peal has been made to me not to press this bill 
further to-day. If it can go over now, and be the 
first business in order on Teakter, l am willing, 
as this is Saturda ht, to go home. 

Mr. FESSEN EN "How many more days 
does the Senator expect to continue with this bill, 
and adjourn at this early hour? 

Mr. SIMMONS. If we go on in the way we 
have done this afternoon, we SWall take some con- 
siderable time yet. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We have only twelve 
days left; and there is a great deal to do. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will hurry it up as fast a¢ 
Iam able, 

Mr. WILSON. Then let us lay the bill over, 
and take up the question about the hour of meet- 
ing. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON. Let a tariff bill be laid over, 
for the purpose of taking up the penenene fixing 
the hour of meeting at oe o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That resolu- 
tion having been objected to, it lies over, under 
the rules, until to-morrow, and it cannot be con- 
sidered to-da 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 object. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope our friends will not 
think of adjourning until we have taken this bill 
out of committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
motion tu adjourn before the Senate. 








a 16, 





now_adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 16, noes 22. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President 
Mr. SIMMONS. ana the Senator will allow 
| me now to go on with the amendments, princi- 
| pally verbal alterations, that I was on when he 
Eom need with the wool business. 

Mr. POWELL. I yield to the Senator with 
a asure; but I notify him that I have other amend- 
| ments to the twelfth section. 

Mr. SIMMONS. After we prepare the bill as 
well as we can, we shall expect to meet all amend- 
ments that come. I should like to Mquire how 
far we got along when this interruption took 
lace. On what page were we? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that progress was made to page 7 of the 
bill. The last amendment proposed was on page 7. 
Mr.SIMMONS. That was the pr®position of 
| the Senator from Virginia. We were further 
ahead than that, I thin 
Mr. CLARK. We were on page 13. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I recollect moving to insert 
“chromate and bichromate of potash,’’ at 3 cents 

ound duty, i in page 11. 

* he PRESIDING OFFICER. That was in 
the ninth section. 

Mr. SIMMONS. As we have raised the duty 
on flaxseed, I propose, in the seventeenth line 
of the ninth section, to strike out ‘16’ and in- 
sert,‘*20,”’ on the oils, so as to make that duty 
20 cents per gallon. The clause will then read: 
On linseed, flaxseed, hempseed, and rapeseed oil, 20 
cents per gallon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. On page 26, after the word 
ad valorem, in the twentieth line, i propose to in- 
sert the words ** on jute goods 15 per cent. ad va- 
lorem.’’ This is a description of the cheaper kind 
of goods made of jute; and I wish to put those 
goods at 15 per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I give notice that I intend on 
Monday—it is so dark now that I cannot see my 
own writing 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to give notice of 
what I intend to do on Monday. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion to enable 
the Senator to give that notice. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall then move to amend 
the first section of the bill in reference to the loan. 
I shall also move to amend the fifth section, in ref- 
erence to the duties on sugar, &c., and propose a 
small duty of 1 cent on coffee, and 3 cents on 
tea. I have got to rewrite the amendments be- 
fore I can make them; butI desire to give notice, 
so that Senators may be thinking about the sub- 
ject, and not be taken by surprise. I cannot see 
to do it now. 

Mr. HALE. I now renew the motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and 
“ye on the motion. 

he yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 14, as follows: 

YBPRAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Hale, Hemphill, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, L atham, Pearce, Powell, Simmons, Sumnef¥, and 
Ww ilson—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Lane, Morrill, Seward, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, and Wade—14 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satunpay, February 16, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 


the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
"The Joursslof yesterday was read and approved. 


CORRESPONDENCE OF LIEUTENANT IHRIE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
municationgfrom the Secretary of War, declining 
to furnish certain correspondence of George Ihrie, 
late lieutenant in the Army, with the War Depart- 
ment; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be ‘printed. 

ELIZABETH YANCEY. 

Mr. STOKES. I ask unanimous consent of the 

House that the Committee of the Whole House 


Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate do igar occasioned by the difference || Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate do || be discharged from the further consideration of be discha 





d from the further consideration of 
|| House bill No. 778, for the relief of the children 
| of Elizabeth Yancey, widow of John Yancey. 
There being no Objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and the House proceeded 
to consider it. The bill directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to Jane C. Smith and Mary 
Fale, heirs of Elizabeth Yancey, thé amount 
of pes to which she would have been enti- 
| tled, at the rate of eighty dollars per annum, from 
December 11, 1839, to Deemeher 19, 1848. 
Mr. HOLMAN. [call for the reading of the 
report. 
he report was read. It appears therefrom that 
Elizabeth was the widow of John Yancey, and 
was married to him in December, 1777; that said 
Yancey served in the war of the Revolution not 
less than three years; a part of this time as a pri- 
vate, and a part as a quartermaster. It is impos- 
sible to say how lo e served in each capacity; 
and it is somewhat oubtful that he ever acted as 
quartermaster, though there is evidence that a man 
of the same name did so serve. The widow ap- 
plied for a pension, under the act of 1836, as early 
as 1839; but from the doubt as to his services as 
uartermaster, the Pension Office suspended the 
ecision of the case. The committee allow apen- 
sion to the widow of eighty dollars per hl 
since the 11th of December, 1839, to the period of 
her decease, to wit, the 19th of December, 1848, 
amounting to $720, and that this sum be paid to 
Jane C. Smith and Mary Franklin, the heirs and 
legal representatives of said Elizabeth Yancey, 
deceased, she having, until her decease, remained 
the widow of said John Yancey, the revolution- 
ary soldier. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, ‘and passed. 

r. STOKES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

he latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZA M. PLYMPTON. 

Mr. BRABSON. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of House bill No 923, granting a pension to Eliza 
M. Plympton. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and the House proceeded 
to consider it. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Eliza M. Plympton, widow of 
the late Colonel Joseph Plympton, of the United 
States Army, on the pension roll, at the rate of 
fifty dollars a month, from June 5, 1860, for and 
during her natural life. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. BRABSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HERMAN J. EHLE. 


Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 653, granting a 
pension to Herman J. Ehle. 

There being no objection, the Committee of 
the Whole House was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and the House pro- 
ceeded to consider it. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Herman J. Ehle on the invalid 

poner rolls of the United States, at the rate of 

fteen dollars ‘per month, to commence on the 
5th of March, 1860, and continue during his nat- 
ural life. 

Mr. SIMMS. Is this the report of a commit- 
tee? 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. It is a unan- 
imous report from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. SIMMS. ‘Let the report be read for in- 
formation. 

The report was read; from which it appears 
that Herman J. Ehle, now aged sixty-five years, 
served as first lieutenant in the e company of rifle- 
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men commanded by Captain William Jenkins, in 
the one hundred and thirty-eighth regiment and 
eleventh brigade of the militia of the State of New 
York, commanded by Lieutenant Colonel George 
H. Nellis, in the war with Great Britain in 1812. || 
He was ordered into the service of the United | 
States and joined his company of riflemen on the | 
7th day of September, 1814, and marched with said 
company to Sackett’s Harbor, and continued in 
actual service of the United States until the 29th 
of September, 1814; that while in camp, in the 
discharge of his duty, being exposed to the cold 
and wet, he was, on or about the 20th of Septem- 
ber, 1814, taken sick with dysentery and the piles 
so severely that his life was despaired of. ‘That 
on or about the 29th of September, 1814, the sur- 

eon of the regiment, Dr. Joshua Webster, or- 

ered petitioner to be sent some, and he was ac- 
cordingly discharged, sick and disabled, and sent 
home in a covered wagon. Petitioner was a well 
man previous to said sickness; that the said sick- 
ness was not the effect of any vicious conduct on 
his part, and arose solely from great exposure. 
Since that time, his health has been constantly 
impaired; he is wholly incapable of performing 
manual labgr, and is greatly afflicted with fre- 
quent attacks of the same disease. Ehle has re- 
ceived a bounty land warrant from the Depart- 
ment; the reason he did not apply sooner was, 

. that he did not know until recently of the act of 
Congress granting pensions to the militia, passed 
April 24, 1816. He etitions to receive the bene- 
fit of the act passed April 24, 1816, and to be 

laced on the pension rolls at the pay of a first 
ieutenant. His application to the Pension Office | 
for a pension was rejected on the ground ‘* that 
the muster-roll of his company, upon which his 
name is found, furnishes no evidence of disability 
alleged to have been incurred while in the ser- 
vice.’ 

Mr. SIMMS. What is the amount of pen- 
sion? 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. Only $15 per 
month; to commence last March. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr CLARK B. COCHRANE moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON CITY POLICE. 


Mr. KILGORE. [ask to take up House bill 
No. 900, to organize a metropolitan police. 

Mr. THOMAS. I want the bill read for in- 
formation. 

The SPEAKER. It is a very voluminous bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I object, if we cannot 
have it read. 


VAN CAMP, CHAPIN, AND OTHERS. 


Mr.FOUKE. Iask unanimous consent to have 
the Committee of the Whole House discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 
772, for the relief of Van Camp, Chapin, and 


others. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. Is it pro- 
posed to put this bill on its passage now? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. 


object. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAPPAN. I desire to make a suggestion 
to the House. This, it will be siomaalt is pri- 
vate bill day. We have not, as yet, this session, 
had a single day devoted to private business.. I 
now ask unanimous consent of the House to make 
this objection day, for the purpose of considering 
Senate bills to which there shall be no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope we will pursue the 
usual course, and take up all bills of a private 
character. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois object to the proposition of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will consider 
that as the order of the day. 

Mr. GROW. There are some House bills on 
the Speaker’s table with Senate amendments to 
them. Let us take them first. 








Then I 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON LIBRARY. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 
lution: 


. Resolved, That the special committee of three, appointed 
under the resolution of the 14th instant, be allowed to sit 
during the sessions of the House, and that they have leave 


1 offer the following reso- 


tion not exceeding the rate usually paid for similar services. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I make the point of order 
that the committee is privileged, by the resolution 
originating it, to report at any time. This isa 
report from that committee, and an objection does 
not lie. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point || 


of order well taken. 

The question was taken on the resolution; and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the resolution was agreed to; and also | 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. | 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PEACE PROPOSITIONS. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to pre- 


sent remonstrances from about two hundred citi- 
zens of the district which I represent, against the 
adoption of the propositions which I presented to 
the House a few days since. 

The remonstrances were laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [ask leave to pre- 
sent the proceedings of a Democratic convention 
of the State of New York, regarding the Critten- 
den compromise. They are signed by six hun- 
dred and fifty delegates. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I must object. This is the 
first day we have had this session for private 
business. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [cannot present it 
under the rules. If I could, I would not ask to 
present it in open House. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Is there any 
absolute necessity that it shoold be presented ? 
ae 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Oh, yes; it is very 
important. [(Laughter.] I believe the objection 
is withdrawn. This will hurt nobody. 

There being no objection. the proceedings were 
laid on the table. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Mr. WINSLOW. [ask leave to have a Sen- 
ate bill for the relief of a lady constituent of mine 
taken up and passed. 

Mr. BABBITT. 
business. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I understand the regular order 
of business to be the arrangement made by the 
House to take up and consider the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair - oses that 
that means in a Committee of the ole, after 
the morning hour. 

Mr.TAPPAN. The idea was that the Senate 
bills on the Speaker’s table should be first dis- 
posed of. I shall then move to go into a Com- 
mittee’ of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. That course will be taken. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. No. —) 
making further provision in relation to consolidated 
land offices; wien the Speaker signed the same. 


COPYRIGHT LAW. 


Mr. COX. I will inquire whether the order of 
business includes Senate bills other than those of 
a private nature? There isa bill on the Speaker’s 
table making an amendment in the copyright law, 
which has passed both Houses, and comes up 
with a few verbal, unimportant amendments. I 
ask that it may be taken up, and these amend- 
ments disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the order of business for to-day relates only to 
private business. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Theamendmentsare merely 
verbal. I hope the Senate amendments will be 
taken up, and concurred in. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I think we 
had better go on with the arrangement the House 
has just assented to in relation to private bills. 





I call for the regular order of | 
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| Mr. COX. This isa bill which has passed 


both Houses, giving the right of appeal from the 
circuit to the Supreme Court in copyright and 
patent cases. There can be no objection to it, 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. This is a very im- 





| ce case. It isa public bill of a private nature. 
to employ a reporter to act as clerk, at a rate of compensa- || 


think there will be no objection to it. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I think we bad better 


|| carry out the arrangement which has been made, 
|| If it be in order, I will move to go intoa Com- 
'} mittee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
|| endar. 


_ Mr. GROW. I think it was the understand- 
| ing that we should first take up and dispose of the 
prviate bills from the Senate, before going into 
| committee. 

Mr. TAPPAN. That was the understanding. 
The SPEAKER. That course will be taken. 


GEORGE Hl. GIDDINGS. 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the benefit 
of George H. Giddings was taken from the 
Speaker’s table; the question being on concurring 
in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. GROW. The amendments of the Senate 
jare unimportant, and I will move the previous 
question upon concurring in them by the House. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The amendments were severally read and con- 
| curred in. 
| Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
| which the amendments were concurred in; and 
| also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
| table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN H. WHEELER. 


Senate bill No. 270, for the relief of John H. 
| Wheeler, was taken from the Speaker's table, 
and read a first and second time. 

‘The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BURNETT. That bill, 1 suppose, making 
an appropriation, must go to a Committee of the 
Whole Sound: 

The SPEAKER. It must,ifobjection be made. 

Mr. BURNETT. I think it had better go there. 

The bill was accordingly referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 
ordered to be printed. 


E. A. H. ADAMS AND OTHERS.’ 


Joint resolution (S. No. 63) for the relief of 
Mrs. E. A. H. Adams, Green Thompson, and 
Thomas H. Green, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


DEXTER R. CROCKER. 


An act (S. No. 546) for the relief of Dexter R. 
Crocker, was taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
read the first and second time. 

Mr. STOUT. I would like to have that bill 
put on its passage. 

The bill was read at length. ‘ 

Mr. STOUT. With the consent of the House, 
I will make a single explanation in reference to 
the bill. It provides for paying Mr. Crocker for 
transporting the mail on a route over which the 
Department had contracted with a man by the 
name of Chapman to carry the mail; but in con- 
sequence of Indian difficulties, Chapman was un- 
able to carry out his contract. Mr. Crocker was, 
however, so situated that he could carry the mail, 
and he didcarryit. He has the certificates of the 
postmasters on the route, of the performance of the 
service. A letter is also presented from Chap- 
man, showing that Crocker performed the service. 
The reason why the claim was not paid by the 
Department was, that the contract was made with 
Chapman. Mr. Crocker now asks that he sha!! 
be paid for carrying this mail. I hope the bill wil! 
be passed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I think that bill had 
better be inquired into. I move to refer it to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN H. WHEELER—AGAIN. 
_Mr. BURNETT. The bill for the relief of John 


H. Wheeler was, on my motion, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House. I understand 





that that bill has undergone the thorough investi- 
gation of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
that they think itis justand proper. The bill 


* 


at See 


caer f) 








THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ics 


can be considered in the House 7. unanimous 
consent; and, to bring it before the House, I will | 
4 move to reconsider the vote by which it was re- | 

; ferred. 
Mr. WINSLOW. hope the bill will be passed. || 


lt 1s a very meritorious case. 


February 16, 


| The CHAIRMAN. The order of the House 


| was general, = 
to take from the Speaker’s table House bill No. i Mr. FLORENCE. My understanding is that 
200, to provide for the completion of the military 


| when the Smith case was up, the House agreed 
| road from Fort Union to Santa Fé, New Mexico. | to take up the Senate bills. The Smith bill was 
| The Senate have put an amendment on the bill, a Senate vill; and it was understood that the order 











NEW MEXICO MILITARY ROAD. 
Mr. OTERO. I ask the consent of the House 





Mr. SICKLES. The report of the Committee || which I ask the House to concur in. included it; but if we go on as the Chairman has = 
on Foreign Affairs was unanimous. || The amendment was read. | decided, that case will not be reached. It is a the 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and | Mr. CAREY. I object. | meritorious case; and I will tell the gentleman be, 


the bill was brought before the House for consid- || 
. il 
eration. 


Mr. BABBITT. 1 object. i| Mr. TAPPAN. I now move that the House 


who objected to it that, if he will look into it, he 
Mr.SICKLES. Very well; let the bill go back '| go into a Committee of the Whole House on the 


will be satisfied that it ought to be passed. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I object to the pending bill, 
I understand the House has, over and over again, 
refused to pay such claims. 


. JOHN MONTZ. 
A bill (H. R. No. 580) for the relief of John 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


to a Committee of the Whole House again. | + eee aah . 

The bili was again referred to a Committee of || The Hou om ns Genel ‘solved itself int 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying | be FLOUR BCCONGINELY respiyed Meet Into s 
report, ordered to be printed | Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


anda 


| representatives of James Bell, late of Chambly, 
i 











i ibs | Cees (Mr. Wasneurne, of Illinois, in the || Montz. do 

: PRAIRIE DU CHIEN LANDS. chair. : Mr HOARD I object to that bill. 

o An act (S. No. 472) for the relief of certain The CHAIRMAN. This day, the Committee i BELL 1 
4 claimants to farm lands at Prairie du Chien, in || of the Whole House on the Private Calendar has, sc ‘ Ade th 
bE the State of Wisconsin, was taken from the Speak- |, Under the order of the House, been made an ob- A bill (H.. No. 581) for the relief of the lega! 

By er’s table, read a first and second time, and re- || jection day. The Clerk will therefore proceed th 
t. ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. | to call the Calendar, at the point where the call || in the province of Lower Canada, deceased. éf 
bait sb airncats: tien | conred on ay map gar ar ge , bein ge Mr. HOLMAN. I object. a 

ue : : | bill No. 579, for the relief o omas I. Bowler, é 
es Mr. MOORHEAD. There is a certain bill on || of New Mexico. gee ae en at. ae te . 
s the Speaker’s table for the relief of Randall Pegg, || Mr. WINSLOW. [rise to a question of order. A bill (H. R. No. 582) for the relief of the legal ee 
+ appropriating about two hundred dollars, for pay- || I understand the Chairman to say that the call of || representatives of Lientenant Francis Ware. 
3 ing him the difference between the pay he received || the Calendar would be resumed Where it was left r. CRAIG, of Missouri. I learn froma mem- K 

‘os as a waichman at the Patent Office, and that re- || off on the last objectionday. I submit that this || ber in whom I have confidence that none of the Ss 
4 cetved by the other watchmen. || being objection day by special order, the call of || bills upon this Calendar will be allowed to pass; 
F The bill was read. |! the Calendar ought to be commenced with the first || and I thetefore move that the committee rise. - 
: Mr. NIBLACK. I will state that I reported || bill upon the Calendar. Such, I believe, was the The motion was disagreed to. _ - 
: a similar bill to the House. It is a meritorious || understanding of the House this morning, when Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object to ad 
3 case, and I hope it will be passed. | this was made objection day in the Committee of || the pending bill. - 
4 ‘There being no objection, the bill was taken || the Whole House on the Private Calendar. Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman objects, o} 
ae from the Speaker’s table, received its several read- The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is not aware || I hope he will let the Clerk read the letter of the si 
F ings, and was passed. what was the understanding of the House. He || Register. 

“ Mr. MOORHEAD moved to reconsider the || has proposed, on this occasion, to proceed with Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. ay 

ts vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved || the call, under the rulesand practice of the House. |} The bill seems to institute a hunt after heirs. m 

ab to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. Therefore, he has directed the Clerk to begin the th 

f The latter motion was agreed to. call where it was left off on last objection day. JACOB HALL. ol 
steal Mr. WINSLOW. That would be a correct A bill (11. R. No. 584) for the relief of Jaceb 

COPERESES w=—SS ake roceeding, if we were now in Committee on the || Hall. b 

Mr.COX. Task again that the Senate amend- || Private Calendar upon one of the objection days Mr, OTERO. I object. ) 

; ments to House bill No. 584, to extend the right |) set apart by the rules. But such is not the case. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New F 

. of appeal from decisions of circuit courts to the || We are now acting undera special order. I hope |} Mexico being a Delegate, and not a member, the a 
i Supreme Court of the United States, may be taken || that there will be no objection to carrying out || Chairman cannot receive his objection. te 

up, and the amendments of the Senate concurred || what I thought was the general understanding; Mr. McKNIGHT I object. ’ t} 
in. and that is, to begin with the beginning of the Mr. EDWARDS. I move that the committee re 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The only amend- || Calendar, and not upon page 15. rise. 
ment eae is one which extends the || The CHAIRMA The Chair will submit The motion was not agreed to. 1 
same right of appeal to inventors in patent cases. || the question to the decision of the House. : 

Mr. HOARD. Is that a private bill ? Mr. WINSLOW... I hope we will begin with see os eee See : 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The bill has passed || the beginning of the Calendar; for we will then A bill (H.. R. No. 586) for the relief of the legal b 
both Houses-unanimously. I hope the gentle- || be enabled to go through the entire Calendar, and || representatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased. tl 
man will not object. not through only a part of it. r EDWARDS. I object to that. I will ‘; 

There being no tae the Senate amend- The CHAIRMAN. The Committee has heard || object to everything. 
ments were concurred in the proposition. Is there objection to it? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider || Mr. PERRY. I object. » guest ae eae FON ; 
the vote by which the amendments of the Senate || The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question will be sub- || Mr.SHERMAN. I un eae oe uae coma | 
were concurred in; and also moved to lay the || mitted to the House. mittee of conference on the deficiency bill is ready 
motion to reconsider on the table. Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I hope we will || & reports and in apter that we may receive that ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to take up the entire Calendar, and not confine the || Teport, I move that the committee rise. 

call to Senate bills. he motion was agreed to. : 
PATENT LAW. . Mr. WINSLOW. The order of the House So the committee rose; and the Speaker having ¢ 

Mr. NIBLACK. There is a bill of the Senate || .ongnes us to Senate bills. resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnpurne, of Illinois, t 
on the table, which has passed both Houses. It Mr. McCLERNAND. I think that the gen- || reported that the Committee of the Whole House € 
is Senate bill No. 10, to amend an act in addi- || teman from North Carolina is mistaken as to the || had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 
tion to ** An act to promote the useful arts.”” I || order of the House limiting the call to the Senate || Under consideration, and had come to no cofclu- t 
ask that it may be taken up, and the action of the || pi), upon the Calendar. " sion thereon. : : > 
Senate considered. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Mr. SICKLES. I submit the following report: f 

There being no objection, the bill was taken || Chair that the order of the House was for a gen- ee Comanitene of ‘conference on wie Soot ee 

. up. x ; eral call of the Calendar, including House bills |) ¢ two Houses on the amendments 10 one on foe the fiscal 
Mr. NIBLACK. The Senate have disagreed as well as Senate bills. The pes Bice now is, scene Ben, 3001 bantes ait afer fall ond tree 
l the ead - — House in S hendls een shall the call begin with the Seong of the Cal- Gonference, have agreed to recommend to their respective 
ve - om- . } oO . ollows: : 
a ry of Sateen : ipa years: cates : matin’ of o bane Tass He OE- OR tha Bist That the Sate recede from their disagreement to the 
z : objection to-day? : amendments of the House to the second and sixth amend- ( 
The motion was agreed to. The question was taken; and the motion was || ments of the Senate, and concur in said amendments of the ' 
. JAMES SMITH. disagreed to. Houne. 
f j i he House recede from their disagreement to the 
‘ Mr. TOMPKINS. Iask the unanimous con- The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will begin to ok enka of the Senate, and cgree to the same with ( 
, call the Calendar where it was left off on last sabe Sollee: 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of | Meeting tit yr ne ees . eae line of the emendment the 
the Whole House from the further consideration || ° rh ot : Sond oe fuel, &e.;”? and in the fourth 
> : : he Clerk then proceeded with the call. words “and for office rent, fuel, &c.; , 
of Senate bill No. 134, for the relief of James and fifth lines of the amendment strike out the words 
Smith. THOMAS F. BOWLER. $12,857 92,” and in lieu thereof insert $10,533 ;”” and at 

The bill was read, A bill (H.. R. No. 579) for the relief of Thomas rr eae teas Tae ate uader the terest 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I objeet. F. Bowler, of New Mexico. | . . of this appropriation except upon vouchers of moneys actu- | 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask he gentleman to || Mr. JUNKIN. I give notice that I will object ally paid by the several receivers and registers, such vouch. ? 
withdraw the objection. This is as meritorious || to ail these bills, unless the call goes back to the || ers to be verified by the affidavits both of the registers au 

J er 4 d the ies to whom the payments have been 
a case as was ever before Congress. beginning of the Calendar. receivers an parti isfied 
: : made; nor unless the Secretary of the Interior be sat 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- r. FLORENCE. The understanding clearly || Fine fairness of the prices allowed : «And provided further, 
draw bis objection? was that we should proceed to take up the Senate |! ‘rnat the seventh section of the act of the 18th of Auge 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I do not. bills upon the Calendar. 1856, “‘ making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
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be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

That the Senate recede trom their third amendment, 
D. E. SICKLES, 
JAMES H. CAMPRELL, 
CYRUS ALDRICH, 

Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
J. A. PEARCE, 
DANIEL CLARK, 
WILLIAM BIGLER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Lilinois. Asthe House 
does not understand what has been done by the 
statement only of the numbers of the amendments, 
I hope the gentleman from New York will explain 
the action of the committee of conference. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, the result of 
the report is, that the Senate recedes from so much 
of its amendment in reference to the postal ser- 
vice appropriation as was disagreed to by the 
House. I[t does not affect the substance of the 
proposition at all, because the additional clause 
of the Senate was deemed redundant. 

In reference to the land office appropriation in 
Kansas, we have modified the amendment of the 


Senate so as to take away that which was appro- | 


priated for office rent, fuel, &c., and restricting the 
sum to what was found to be due for clerk hire; 
and we have adied to that a clause repealing the 


act of 1855-56, under which such allowance was | 


made, so as to prevent the allowance of this sum 
operating as a precedent for future claims of a 
similar character. 

In reference to the amendment of the Senate 


appropriating $390,000 to carry out the contract || 


made by the Secretary of the Navy, with which 
the House is familiar, the Senate recedes from its 
amendment. 


It is in that shape, Mr. Speaker, the bill comes | 
before the House: without the Chiriqui appro- | 
priation; with the Kansas land office appropria- | 
tion, modified in the sense I have stated; and with | 


appropriation for mail service to California, in- 
tact, as it was adopted by the House. 
the previous question on the adoption of the 
report. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
nain question ordered; and under the operation 
chereof, the report was adopted. 

Mr. SICKLES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was adopted; and also moved 
= the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
‘able. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the House 


resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole | 


House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I must insist upon the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the spe- 
cial order, being the report of the committee of 


thirty-three, is the first thing in order at the pres- 
ent time. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I appealed to the commit- 
tee to rise informally, s.:aply for the purpose of 
considering the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the deficiency bill. That was assented 
to on all sides of the House. I did not wish to 
interfere with the order of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Wasn- 
BURNE, Of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the 
conennrrinee of the bills upon the Private Calen- 

ar. 

SAMUEL N. ELLIOTT. 


A bill (H. R. No. 588) for the relief of Samuel 
N. Elliott and others, children of Arthur Elliott. 

Mr. TOMPKINS objected. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ifit is the purpose of the 
gentleman from Ohio to object indiscriminately to 
every bill upon the Calendar, as | understand the 


gentleman has announced that he will, without 
reference to their merits, the committee had cer- 
tainly better rise. I ask the gentleman if that is 
his purpose? 
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I demand | 





| 
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| 
i 
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Mr. TOMPKINS. 1 do not propose to object 
to every bill indiscriminately. This bill proposes 
to pay money to a mun in Georgia, I understand 
that Georgia does not consider herselfin the Union 
now, and therefore I objected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I move that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

REBECCA DAVIS. 

A bill CH. R. No. 589) for the relief of Rebecca 
Davis, widow of Jesse Davis: 

Mr. HOARD. I think there is too much doubt 
about that case, and therefore I object. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not know anything 
about this claim, but if the party is entitled to 
anything, she is entitled to $560. 

Mr. HOARD. It goes back twenty years. 


WILLIAM HUMPIIREY. 


A bill (H.R. No. 590) for the relief of the 
children of William Humphrey, a soldier of the 
Revolution. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There is pending before Con- 


| gress a general bill which embraces all cases of 
| this kind, and therefore I object. 


Ata subsequent period, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, appealed to the 
gentleman from Indiana to setidunes his objec- 
tions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
that can be done, 

Mr. HOLMAN. My objection was based upon 
the fact that a general bill is pending covering all 
such cases; but I withdraw it. 

The bill requires the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the surviving legitimate children of 


I will withdraw my objec- 


By unanimous consent 


| William Humphrey, deceased, a revolutionary 


soldier, late of Virginia, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
four dollars per month, to commence from the 4th 


of March, 1831, to the 22d of March, 1850, the day | 


of his death. 

It appears from the report, which was read, 
that the evidence sufficiently establishes the fact 
that Humphrey was a soldier of the Revolution, 
and served asa private in the American Army at 
the siege of Yorktown, and continued in such 
service till after the surrender of the British army; 
that the length of time he served in the said Army 
does not appear, except from his own affidavit, 
which states it at seventeen months, It also ap- 
pears that said Humphrey, in his lifetime, to wit, 
August 23, 1833, madeapplication, indue form, for 
a pension under the act of the 7th of April, 1832, 
the granting of which, through no fault or neglect 
on his part, was delayed till his decease, which 


was in March, 1850; that he left surviving chil- | 


dren, the petitioners, but no widow; that said chil- 


| dren have been diligent in presenting their claim 


for the arrears of pension due their deceased father 
at the time of his death. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass, 

ARCHIBALD MERRIMAN. 

A bill (H. R. No. 59) granting a pension to 
Archibald Merriman. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Archibald Merriman on the 
invalid pension rolls of the United States, at the 
rate of dollars per month, to commence on 
the 13th of December, 1858, and continue during 
his natural life. 

From the report, which was read, it appears 
that the petitioner enlisted as a private in Mt 
1813, under Captain Amberson, a recruiting offi- 
cer, in Stoystown, Somerset county, Pennsylva- 
nia. He marched to Pittsburg, and from thence, 
under Colonel Hugh Brady, marched to Fort 
George, in Canada; thence down the St. Law- 
rence to French Mills, under Genera! Wilkinson; 
from thence marched to Plattsburg; from Platts- 
burg they went to Burlington, Vermont; after- 
wards joined General Brown’s army at Black 
Rock; was in the battle of Chippewa, July, 1814; 
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was also in the battle of Lundy’s Lane, on the 


| 25th of the same month, and was wounded; fought 


bravely, and was in the charge made by Lieu- 
tenant Sturgis on the enemy’s cannon, in which 
Sturgis was killed; afterwards was at Fort Erie 
when it was blown up, in August, 1814, and was 
there again wounded in the leg; and in conse- 
quence of which he has been unable, for sixteen 
years past, to perform manual labor. 

Mr. FENTON. I move that the blank be filled 
with “eight.” 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


CAROLINE E. CLARK. 
A bill (H. R. No. 592) for the relief of Caro- 
line E. Clark. 
Mr. CONKLING objected. 
HENRY SANFORD. 
A bill (H. R. No. 593) for the relief of Henry 


Sanford. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
put the name of Henry Santord, of Freedom, 
Maine, on the invalid pension list, at the rate of 


| eight dollars per month, to commence on the Ist 


of December, 1855, and continue during his nat- 
ural life. 


The report, which was read, states that the evi- 


|| dence in this case shows that the said Henry San- 


ford enlisted in December, 1812, in a company of 
volunteers commanded by Captain John Com- 
mins, and marched to the eastern frontier of the 


| then district of Maine; that he was frequently on 


duty during the night time, and through the win- 
ter, watching for smugglers. Near the close of 
the winter he was taken sick while in the service; 
was very sick for about two months, after which 
he partially recovered so as to occasionally be on 
duty and attend roll-call, and was discharged at 
Eastport in December, 1813. It further appears 
that soonafter his return home he was taken oan 
sick again by a disorder in the back and kidneys; 
and after about six months he measurably recov- 
ered so as to in part attend to his business as a 
farmer for a time, but for the last twenty years 


| has been entirely prostrated, and for more than 


sixteen years has been ufable to stand upon his 
feet. These facts are substantiated by the affida- 
vits of two of his fellow-soldiers who were with 
him in the United States service in 1812 and 1813, 
and have been well acquainted with him since, 
now reside near him, and have frequently visited 
him during his confinement; and his family phy- 
sician also testifies that he has frequently visited 
him professionally during thirty-nine years last 


| past, and that said Sanford has been entirely pros- 


trated, has had a running sore on his back for 
twenty years, and that he has no doubt his pros- 
tration is in consequence of his exposure as afore- 
said. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to amend the bill, 
so that the pension shall commence from the ume 
when the bill passes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House with arecommendation that 


| it do pass, 


MOSES GROOMS. 
A bill (H. R. N. 594) for the relief of Moses 


| Grooms. 


Mr. TOMPKINS. I object to that bill. 
Mr. BURNETT. Does the gentleman object 


because the claimant resides in a State which has 
seceded ? 


Mr. TOMPKINS. Yes, sir. 


JUDITH NOTT. 

A bill (H. R. No. 595) for the relief of Judith 
Nott, widow of John Nott, late of the United 
States Army. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. QUARLES. I desire to know when the 
pension in this case commences? The bill does 
not state. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill states ‘ from the 
date of the disability incurred.” 
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Mr. QUARLES. That may be twenty years 
ago. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to know of the gen- 

tleman who reported this bill whether this is one | 





ee 





of the same family of Notts for which we passed | 
two bills last winter? 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentieman who re- 
ported the bill [Mr. Foster] is not in his seat. 
Mr. BURNETT. My recollection is that this 





is the very same person for whose relief we passed || 


a bill last winter; and if so, I object. 
JAMES VAN PELT. 


A bill (H. R. No. 596) for the relief of James 
Van Pelt. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of James Van Pelt on the roll of 
invalid pensions, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, commencing on 
the 4th of March, 1859. 

The report, which was read, shows that James 
Van Pelt was a corporal in the company of New 
York militia commanded by Captain Abner 
Woodworth; and it also shows that after he so | 
entered the service he became sick from extraor- 
dinary exposure to the weather and cold while 
on the march westward and in the line of his 
duty, which resulted in partial paralysis, that has 
incapacitated him from labor. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM W. DIEHL. 

A bill (H.. R. No. 597) to increase the pensien | 
of William W. Diehl. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of William W. Diehl on the roll 
of invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars | 
per month, in lieu of the pension that he now re- | 
ceives, and that the same commence on the 4th of | 
March, 1860. 
The report, which was read, states that the peti- 
tioner was a soldier in the war with Mexico, and 
received a wound in the elbow by a musket ball. 
He was honorably discharged as wounded, and 


| 
| 





| Mr. WINSLOW. 





subsequently obtained a pension ~<a inabil- 
ity to perform his manual lqbor. Since then he | 
has totally lost the use of his arm, as certified by | 
the United States surgeon. The petitioner asks | 
an increase from $5 33 to eight dollars per month. | 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 

House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
DANIEL LUCAS. 

A bill (H. R. No. 598) granting a pension to | 
Daniel Lucas. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to | 
place the name of Daniel Lucas upon the roll of | 
invalid pensions, at the rate of eight dollars per | 
month, and that he receive pay from the 4th of | 
March, 1859. 

From the report, which was read, it appears | 
that Daniel Lucas enlisted in the United States | 
Army, and was attached to company E, third | 
United States infantry, then under command of | 
Captain Van Horne, which was ordered to New 
Mexico. It appears from the proof that while in | 
Gem, he, with others, was ordered by Captain 

fan Horne to haul water from the Rio Grande | 
river for the use of the troops; that while in the 
execution of these orders, and during the progress | 
of loading the wagons with hauls of water, he | 
oversivained himself, and was seen suddenly to 
fall,and hiscomrades going to hisassistance found 
he had been severely ruptured and powerless. 
The Army surgeons certify he has hernia, and 
in consequence he was discharged from the ser- | 
vice for disability, as unfit for the service. There | 
seems to be no doubt but this hernia is fixed and | 
incurable. The petitioner applied to the Pension | 
Office for a pension, but the regulations requiring 
the proof of disability to be made by an officer in | 
command, and Captain Van Horne being dead, 
and the other officers on distant posts on duty, 





} 


the petitioner has been unable to supply this de- || Leopold Sehneider. [Objected to by Mr. Banr.] 


fect. The difficulty and expense of getting depo- 
sitions and proof from the subordinate officers 
would preclude the petitioner from complying with | 
the office requirements. Two ofthe persons who | 
were present at the time of the occurrence and | 
saw it, testify as to the fact, and their testimony | 
is corroborated by the surgeon's certificate, and | 
his discharge from the service for disability. 
The bij! was laid aside, to be reported to the 
Hcuse with a recommendation that it do pass. 


|| Commissioner of Pensions what this bill-would 


| Robert Purchase, a soldier of the revolutionary 


|| yeet to the bill. 


® MARY ANN HENRY. 


Mr. JUNKIN. I ask the unanimous consent 
| of the committee to go back and take up the bill 
| (H.R. No. 311) for the relief of Mrs. Ma 
| Henry. 
I am very willing to go 
back to the beginning of the Calendar. 

Mr. JUNKILN. I desired to do so, but it was 
not agreed to. I voted for the motion to go back 
to the beginning of the Calendar. 

Mr. WLNSLOW. Make that motion now, and 
let us try it again. 

Mr. JUNKIN. I move that the committee go 
back to the commencement of the Calendar. 

Mr. HOARD, It will be seen that the last part 
of the Calendar will never be reached if we pursue 
that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOARD. I object to going back. 

Mr. JUNKIN. I ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw his objection to taking 
up that bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. If the House will extend 
| to me the same privilege, I will withdraw my 





It can only be done by 


objection. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Do I under- 
stand that any gentleman has the right to go back 
and call up a bill after it has been passed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I shall object 
hereafter. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to place the name of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Henry, of Pennsylvania, widow of 
the late Captain Henry Henry, of the United 
States Navy, on the naval pension roll, at the rate 
allowed by law to the widows of captains in the 
Navy, to commence from the Ist January, 1858, 
the date of her application, and to continue during 
her life, unless she shall again marry, in which 
case the pension cease from the date of said mar- 
riage. 

Mr. HOARD. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania what pension is allowed 
| in this case ? 

Mr. JUNKIN. I cannot state exactly. 

Mr. HOARD. I desire to know how much it 
is, or I must object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I repartee this case dur- 

t 


ing the last Congress; and I then inquired of the 





give, and he told me fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. HOARD. I abderatand that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is willing that the bill 
shall be amended so as to reduce the amount to 

twenty dollars a month. 
| Mr. JUNKIN. I move to reduce it to twenty- 
five dollars a month. 
Mr. FLORENCE. That is not just. The 
amount ought to be thirty dollars. 
Mr. JUNKIN. She will be dead before sixty 
days pass. She is now upon her death bed. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Still, justice ought to be 
done. 
Mr. HOARD. The bill gives her two years’ 
back pay. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 

| was then laid aside, to be reported to the House. 

Mr. McKENTY. I ask the unanimous con- 

sent of the committee to go back upon the Cal- 
endar, and take up House bill No. 437. 

Mr. WINSLO I cannot consent to going 
back upon the Calendar. A similar request was 
refused to me;and I only agreed to it, in a single 
instance, out of courtesy to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Junxin.} 


LEOPOLD SCHNEIDER. 
A bill (H. R. No. 599) grantin 





i 


a pension to 


ROBERT PURCHASE. 
A bill (H. R. No. 601) granting a pension to 


war. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BURNETT. It is unnecessary to read the 
report in that case. The bill proposes to go back 
to 1831, and that I regard as outrageous. I ob- 


ry Ann | 
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HENRY F. BOWERS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 692) granting an invali . 
sion to Henry F. Bowers ' an 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Henry F. Bowers on the list 
of invalid pensioners, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of eight dollars per month, from the 25th 
of January, 1858, and continue during his natu- 
ral life. 

It appears from the report, that Bowers was a 
rivate of marines, and enlisted on the 22d of 
anuary, 1853, and was discharged by surgeon’s 

certificate on the 20th April, 1855; that his disa- 

bility was caused by inflammation of the eyes, 

produced by standing guard while on board the 

receiving-ship Union, at the Philadelphia navy- 

pare Since his discharge, as aforesaid, he has 
ecome blind. 

Mr HOARD. I do not see why the pension 
should date back in that case. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The case has been here 
ever since the time to which it dates back. The 
bill is two yearsold; butithas never been reached 
on the Calendar. The man is totally blind, and 
the bill only gives him eight dollars a month. 

Mr. HOARD. The certificate accompanying 
the report does not state that the man is blind. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The practice of the Pen- 
sion Office is to make the pension commence from 
the date of proof; and we had the proof here two 
years ago. 

Mr. HOARD. I move to amend the bill so as 
to make the pension commence from the date of 
its passage. 

he amendment was agreed to; and the bill was 
then laid aside, to be reported to the House. 


HULL AND COZZENS, AND NAYLOR AND CO. 


A bill (H. R. No. 624) for the relief of Hull & 
Cozzens, and John Naylor & Co. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to audit and settle the accounts of Hull & Coz- 
zens, under a contract with Mark W. Izzard, 
Governor of the Territory of Nebraska, dated the 
28th of November, 1855; and the accounts of John 
Naylor & Co., under a similar contract, dated the 
25th of February, 1856, for furnishing materials 
for the capitol buildings at Omaha City, in Ne- 
biaska Territory; and to pay to the said Hull & 
Cozzens, and to the said John Naylor & Co., out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, any balance which may be found due 
them on their said contracts. 

The report having been read, and there being 
no objection to the bill, it was laid aside, to be re- 

vorted to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 
BENJAMIN TYSON. 


Mr. McKENTY. I now ask the consent of 
the House to take up House bill No. 437, for the 
relief of Benjamin Tyson. I understand that the 
gentleman from North Carolina is willing to with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes, sir; I withdraw it. 

The bill was read. It provides that there be 
paid, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise &ppropriated, to Benjamin Tyson, the sum of 
$6,060, with interest from December 31, 1857, it 
being the balance of commissions due him as agent 
of the Navy Dapartment for the purchase of an- 
thracite coal. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object to that bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. .- Where does that bill stand 
upon the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not know. 
The bill was sent up by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I rise to a question of order. 
This bill has once before been objected to; and 
under the new rules, it requires the objection to 
be made now by five members to be available. 

Mr. THOMAS. This bill has not been reached 
regularly on the Calendar a second time, and 
therefore the point of order does not apply to It. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
rule upon the subject; and then the Chair will 
decide the question of order. 

The Clerk read the 129th rule, as follows: 

“ On the first and fourth Friday and Saturday of each 
month the Calendar of private bills shall be called over, 
(the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House com 
meneing the call where he left off the previous day,) and 


the bilis to the passage of which no objection shall then be 
made shall be first considered and disposed of. But when 
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be 


un 
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a bill is again reached, after having been once objected to, 
the committee shall consider and dispose of the sare, unless 
it shall again be objected to by at least five members.” 


Mr. BOCOCK. 
object to that biil. 
something about it. 


Mr. MORSE. Iam another of the objectors. 
I know something about this bill too. 

Several other MemBers objected. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The bill, ifexamined, will 
be found to be a just and proper bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is dbjected to 
under the rules. 


HALF PAY TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 


> 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 33) giving con- 
struction to the second section of the act of Feb- 
ruary 3, 1853, *‘ to continue half pay to certain 
widows and orphans.”’ 

The joint resolution was read. It provides that 
the second section of the act approved February 
3, 1853, entitled ** An act to continue half pay to 
certain widows and orphans,’’ in the following 
words: ** That the widows of all officers, non- 


I will make one of the five to 


} 
| 
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I have had occasion to know || 


commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of | 


the revolutionary army, who were married sub- 
sequent to January, 1800, shall be entitled to a 
pension in the same manner as those who were 
married before that date,’’ shall be construed as 
granting pensions to all widows therein provided 
for from the 4th of March, 1848, instead of from 
the date of the act hereby amended, as decided 
by the Court of Claims in the case of Jane Smith, 
and the amount due under said act from the 4th 
of March, 1848, to the 3d of February, 1853, shall 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the persons, 
respectively, entitled upon the pension certificates 
heretofore issued to them, upon proof of identity, 
under such rules, regulations, and instructions to 
the several agents for paying pensions as shall 
be prescribed by the Commissioner of Pensions; 
provided that no pension shall be allowed to any 
widow for the same time during which her hus- 
band was living and in the receipt of a pension. 
Mr. WINSLOW. That is not a private mat- 
ter. 
construction to a certain public act. 
here by mistake. 
Mr. HUTCHINS. 
tion to the gentleman. 
Mr. WINSLOW. Ido not know what it is. 
Mr. HUTCHINS. The Committee of Claims 


If so, it is 


I will explain the resolu- 


reported this joint resolution to meet a number of | 


cases of bills that follow it upon the Caiendar. 
The gentleman will doubtless remember the cases. 
It gives a construction to the law of 1853, dating 
back the pensions to 1848. The Pension depart- 


ment gave it a construction that it only gives the | 


pensions from the date of the law of 1853. The 
matter was referred to the Court of Claims, and 
they decided that the true construction of the law 
was, that it related back to 1848. The Commit- 
tee of Claims, in order to avoid the necessity of 
passing upon so many private bills, report this 
resolution, which, if passed, will dispose of the 
large number of cases from the Court of Claims, 
which follow it on the Calendar. 

Mr. STANTON. I will say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, that these cases were up 


during the last Congress. They are a class of | 


cases arising under the pension laws, about which 
there was a difference of construction. The mat- 


ter was referred to the Court of Claims, and was | 


there discussed, and over and over again decided 


It appears to be a joint resolution giving a | 
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in favor of the construction claimed by the claim- | 


ants. 
was resisted here during the last Congress, and I 
then introduced a joint resolution, of which I pre- 
sume this is a copy, adopting the construction of 
the Court of Claims; and it passed by a vote of 
four or five toone. It was placed upon the ground 
that when parties had once gone to the court 
provided by the Government for the litigation of 
their claims, and had obtained from that court, 
whose integrity is unquestionable, after much ex- 
pense and delay, an adjudication of their rights, 
we ought not, without a clear case against théen, 
to refuse to grant them relief. 


Mr. PHELPS. How much money doe it 


involve? 
Mr. STANTON. I have no idea. 


. Mr. HUTCHINS. About fifty thousand dol- 
ars. 


That construction of the Court of Claims | 


|| Mr, HOARD. 


| The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to | 


| the joint resolution? 

1 am a member of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and I have read this law. If 
the gentleman from North Carolina will examine 
the statute, and give it the same construction as 


otherwise | will. 


ought to have been considered in the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union; but if it 
| can be passed by informally, unul we can have an 
opportunity of examining it, | will not object. 

Mr. BURNETT. L ask gentlemen what they 
propose to do when they object to giving these 
parties the relief which the Court of Claims has 
decided them to be entitled to? Will you repu- 
diate the decision of your own court? When 
these parties have gone there, and obtained judg- 
ment in their favor, after employing counsel and 
incurring considerable expense, ought the House 
then to repudiate the decision of the court created 
by itself? I say, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of order. 

Mr. HOARD. I object to the joint resolution 
| for the present; but I will withdraw the objection 
| hereafter, if the gentleman from North Carolina, 
after examining the statute, decides that the con- 
struction of the Court of Claims is correct. 

Mr. STANTON. I think, myself, that there 
may be some doubtabout the accuracy of the con- 
| struction of the Court of Claims; but I submit to 
| the gentleman*from New York, whether he will, 

on a question about which good lawyers undoubt- 
edly differ, when we have provided a tribunal for 
examination of these cases, and when these par- 
ties have incurred expense and delay of litigation, 


All this discussion is out 


he understands the question a great deal better 
than anybody else? Is it right? 

Mr.PHELPS. This discussion is out of order. 
I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is out of order. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Hoarp} 
has objected to the consideration of the joint res- 
olution. 

Mr. HOARD. For the present. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I suggest that, as the bills 
nexton the Calendar, from the Court of Claims, 
depend on the decision of the joint resolution just 
passed over, we pass these bills over informally, 
for the present. 
wards. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, 
all the cases on the Calendar from the Court of 
Claims will be passed over informally. 

ALEXANDER V. FRASER. 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Alexan- 
der V. Fraser. The bill directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to allow and pay to Alexander V. 


thirty-five cents a ration upon eleven thousand 
two hundred rations furnished by him to the Gov- 
ernment for the crew of the United States revenue 
cutter Lawrence, in the year 1849. 

The report was read; from which it appears 
that in the year 1848, Captain Alexander V. Fra- 
ser, then in command of the United States reve- 
nue brig Lawrence, was ordered on duty to the 
| Pacific coast of the United States. Previous to 
| his departure he agreed with the Government to 


refuse these parties relief, on the assumption that | 


We can examine them after- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| the Court of Claims has given it, 1 will not object; | 


| Mr. WINSLOW. I think the joint resolution | 








, the advertisement, was at the rate of two dollars 
| per ration. 


Captain Fraser declined the selicita- 
tions and offers of his friends from a delicate sense 
of his relation to the Government, and delivered 
his rations to the collector, (sufficient for about 
ten months’ consumption,) at the rate of Uurty 
cents per ration, with the understanding with the 
collector that he should receive such an additional 
sum as the Secretary of the Treasury, under the 

| circumstances, might consider just and proper. 
On application to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
he having no authority to allow it without an ap- 
propriation, itwas not paid. A protracted absence 

| in the Pacific and other circumstances have de- 
| layed the presentation of the claim to Congress, 
| until this time. 
From the arrangement made between the col- 
lector and Captain Fraser, it appears that the Gov- 
/ernment saved about twenty thousand dollars, 


|, Captain Fraser having received for his rations 


$3,360; whereas, under the lowest bid, the same 
number of rations would have cost $23,072, which 


|| he might have made had not a feeling of delicacy 


|| at taking advantage of the condition of things, 





Fraser the sum of $3,920, being an allowance of | 


supply the crew of his vessel with provisions, | 
which he would ship from New York to the west | 


coast, at the rate of thirty cents per ration, until || 


the Government could advertise for proposals and 
make the usual contracts for furnishing the same. 


|| On his arrival at San Francisco, the collector of 


| was there, and it was found that provisions could 
| be obtained in the usual way. The obligations 
| of the petitioner under his agreement were at an 
| end, and the collector duly advertised for propo- 
| sals for rations in two newspapers during a period 
| of thirt Captain Fraser, being an officer 
| of the Government, refused to bid iy this ad- 
| vertisement, although he had thenon hand eleven 
thousand two hundred rations, and was urged by 


days. 


| fered an advance of one hundred per cent. by sev- 
| eral of the first firms then in San Francisco. The 
| lowest proposal received by the collector, under 


| the port, who had in the mean time been appointed, | 


| his friends to bid or to sell out to private parties. | 
| The collector states that Captain Fraser was of- | 


| and a belief that, upon a statement of the facts, ‘a 
just compensation’? would be allowed him, in 
| accordance with his understanding with the col- 
ilector. It appears that, as late as 1853, the prices 

paid by the Government for rations at San Fran- 
cisco Was sixty-five cents per ration. Theclaimant 
asks to be allowed the difference between this price 
| and that which was paid him, under which allow- 
ance,if made, the Government will stillhave saved 
the sum of $16,100. If the proposals under the 
collector’s advertisement had been below the sum 
| agreed to be paid to the claimant, his contract, 

according to its terms, being no longer obligatory, 
| the collector would have been obliged to accept 
| them, and the claimant would have suffered se- 
rious loss. This advantage was secured to the 
| Government against the claimant under the terms 
of the contract. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like to inquire of 

the gentleman who reports this bill whether there 
has been any reference made to the proper De- 
partment for information? 
_ Mr. ELY. Yes, sir. The matter was exam- 
ined at the Department, and the committee came 
unanimously to the conclusion that this bill should 
be reported. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is this appropriation recom- 
mended by the Department? 

Mr. ELY. Itis. 

Mr. THOMAS. 


What is the amount? 

Mr. ELY. A little over three thousand dol- 
lars. It appears conclusively that the Govern- 
| ment saved about sixteen thousand dollars in this 
matter. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN F. WILLIS. 
A bill (H. R. No. 626) for the relief of Stephen 
F. Willis. The bill directs the Secretary of the 


| 

| ean? 

Treasury to pay to Stephen F. Willis, the sum of 
| $542 80, being the difference between the amount 
| 
| 





allowed him as weigher at Beaufort, North Caro- 
lina, and the amount to which he is entitled by 
law. 

The report was read, from which it appears that 
Willis was weigher at the port of Beaufort, and 
in that capacity, during the eighteen months pre- 

| ceding March 31, 1857, weighed for the Govern- 
ment two thousand four hundred and twelve tons 
and nine hundred weightof iron. The compen- 
sation allowed by law for this service is three cents 
for each hundred and twelve pounds weighed. At 
this rate, he was entitled to receive $1,447 46. 
| Through a misapprehension of the provisions of 
the act establishing the weigher’s fees, he was 
paid at the rate of one and seven eighths cents 
for each hundred weight, and the sum of $904 66, 
leaving still due the petitioner $542 80. The pe- 
titioner also prefers a claim for services alleged to 
have been rendered by him as inspector, amount- 
tng to $100 75. 

In reference to the last claim, while there has 
been no satisfactory evidence of its amount or 
validity produced before the committee; yet, if 
there had been, there are no circumstanees con- 


| nected with the case warranting its withdrawal 
| from the proper officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, who have shown a willingness to. adjust it 
upon fair terms. 








064 


From the other claim, a deduction of $301 is || The Committee on Commerce recommended | 


insisted on by the Department; which sum is 
alleged to have been improperly paid to the peti- 
tioner apon a former settlement, for boat and 
hand hire incurred by him in weighing. This 
expense, according to the view of the case taken, 
properly belonged to the office of weigher, and 
should have been paid out of his fees 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


RICHARD CUENERY. 


A. bill (S. No. 77) for the relief of Richard | 
Chenery. The bill directs the commissioner of | 


customs to settle the account of Richard Chenery, 
assignee of Horace P. Russ, for the construction 
by the latter of the granite pavement on Battery 
atreet, in front of the United States custom-house, 
at San Francisco, and to pay him such sum as 
may be shown to be legally and equitably due, 
with interest at six per centum per annum, from 
the completion of the work, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, pro- 
vided the said sum shall not exceed $3,890. 





the following amendment: 

Add to the bill : 

ind provided further, That the intent and meaning of 
this act shall in no case be construed into a release of the 
said Simon de Visser and José Villarubia of or trom any 
duties justly chargeable upon the goods and merchandise 
entered in their behalf by the said Charles Metéyé, in the 
ubsence of any fraud attempted or committed in their entry 
by the said Météyé. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the committee 
will listen to me a moment, | think I can explain 
this bill satisfactorily. 

Mr. CAREY. 1 object. 


Mr. GROW. It seems to me there isa suit 


pending in a court of justice, in this case. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There is. 

Mr.GROW. Then, I must object to the bill. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think I can ex- 
plain it to the satisfaction of the House. 

Mr. GROW. I do not object to the gentleman’s 


|, explanation, 


The committee recommend the following amend- | 


ment; 

Strike out all after the words ** equitably due,’’ and in- 
sert, in licu thercot, the foliowing: 

Provided, That the whole amount shall not exceed the 
whole cost of laying a common cobble-stone pavement 
thereat, 


Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. If the com- 


mittee will allow me, I will make a brief expla- || 


nation of the bill. This claim is brought against || W®% discovered in an attempt to enter two hun- 


the Government for half the cost of work done in 
paving one of the streets of San Francisco. It 
was originally done under a contract made be- 
tween the owner of the opposite side of the street 
and the assignor of the present claimant. The 
municipal law of San Francisco requires that pri- 
vate individuals shall, at their joint expense, kee 

in repair the various streets on either side of which 
they own property. This street was, as the evi- 
dence shows, in an almost impassable condition, 


limited partner named Charles Météyé. 
| course of three years Météyé fraudulently intro- 
_ duced, through the custom house of New Orleans, 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would not weary 
the committee with any statement in this case, 
were it not very important to the Treasury De- 
pa as well as to the claimants. I will state 
sriefly what the facts are. There was a firm in 
New Orleans, under the style of De Visser & Vil- 
larubia, subsisting from 1851 to 1857, having a 


merchandise to the amount of $363,850 34. He 


dred and three boxes of sugar, valued at $12,210 85. 
The discovery was effected through the instru- 
mentality of a special agent sent on from Wash- 


| yp oer 
|| uring these three years, the negligence of the 


although it was one of the greatest thoroughfares | 
of the city. The United States court was held on | 


one side of it, and the custom-house on the other. 
The owner of the United States court-house build- 
ing entered into this contract with Mr. Russ. He 


endeavored to obtain the sanction of the United | 


States authorities; but there was no authority in 
any one there to give that consent. The col- 
lector, district judge, and other Government of- 
ficers, gave the matter their private approbation, 
though they had no authority to enter into a con- 
tract that would be binding on the Federal Gov- 
ernment. The work was done; and an applica- 
tion was then made by the assignee to be paid an 


equal sum with that paid by the original contractor | 


for bis half. The claim, as it originally passed 
the Senate, was for a pavement of the Russ kind; 


but it has been reduced to the mere cost of a cob- | 


ble-stone pavement—about thirteen hundred dol- | 


lars. lt seems to me that the Federal Government 
ought not to take this man’s work and refuse to 
nay him. The Government is under a moral ob- 
igation to pay him; and I hope the Government 
will not repudiate an obligation of this descrip- 
tion, which no private individual would for a mo- 
ment hesitate to pay. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, 
as amended, was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


DE VISSER AND VILLARUBIA. 


An act (S. 39) for the relief of Simon de Visser 
and José Villarubia, of New Orleans. 

The bill releases Simon de Visser and José Vil- 
larubia, jr., merchants of New Orleans, from the 
payment of all claims, penalties, and forfeitures 
which may legally exist against them, in favor of 
the United States, arising out of frauds commit- 
ted in the custom-house of New Orleans by one 
Charles Météyé, they having been judicially de- 
clared to be entirely innocent of said frauds; and 
especially releases them from the penalties and 
forfeitures claimed by reason of said frauds in two 
suits now pending in the district court of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern district of Louisiana, in 
which the United States are plaintiffs, and said 
De Visser and Villarubia are defendants, provided 
that the said defendants shall pay all costs in- 
curred in said suits, and that the rights of the 
United States against said Charles Météyé be, and 
they are hereby, expressly reserved. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





employés of the custom-house, from the highest 
down to the lowest officer, was so great and cul- 
pable, that invoices were introduced by Météyé, 


of so palpably fraudulent a character that the | 
| most cursory observer could detect them. They | 


| failed to detect them, or if detected, they failed to 


expose them. It is not contradicted that about 
forty-four invoices for sugar and molasses were 
written on paper entirely different in appearance 
from the foreign paper on which genuine invoices 
were written. A simple inspection of one of these 
invoices would instantly satisfy any person ac- 
quainted with business that it was a forgery; .yet 
nearly forty passed unsuspected! Nay, more: 
all these forgeries were in Météyé’s own hand- 


writing—undisguised, well known in the custom- | 


house—yet no one detected the forgery. The 


In the | 


| dition of their paying theduties. But the 


SSeS SSS SS sss 





case underwent a judicial criminal examination; | 


and the certificate of the United States Commis- 
sioner is this: 
New Orveans, April 22, 1857. 
The undersigned commissioner hereby certifies that, 
after a careful examination of the above entitled case, he 
was satisfied that there was no ground for prosecuting the 
defendants, the evidence showing conclusively that the 
frauds on the customs, perpetrated by Charles Météyé, were 
exclusively bis own crime. The defendants fully exoner- 
ated themselves from any suspicion of complicity with the 
said Météyé, and were accordingly discharged. 
ROBERT M. LUSHER, 
United States Commissioner. 


A bill was passed in the Senate exonerating 
these parties entirely. It came before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. That committee disagreed 


with the Senate in this respect: declaring that, if | 


De Visser and Villarubia had received the benefit 
of these frauds, they should take no advantage of 
the success of Météyé’s fraud, but should Pay the 
just and proper duties on these goods. These 
duties amounted to $24,517 78. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I received recently from 
the Secretary of the Treasury an amendment 


‘| which I will propose to the bill instead of the 


' amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 


merce. Météyé’s fraud was discovered on Sat- 
urday; he was informed of the discovery; he be- 
trayed great alarm, lest the discovery should be 
communicated; he returned to the custom-house 
on the Monday following, and was permitted to 
depart unmolested; but the petitioners were kept 
in ignorance of the discovery until Monday after- 
noon, when the criminal had already escaped, 
and all chance of redress fram him had been cut 
off forever. 

A more gross instance of negligence on the part 
of functionaries of the Government has never 
fallen under my observation. The committee re- 
ported this amendment so that these innocent par- 
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ties should be exempted from all! penelty ov con- 





c cretar 
of the Treasury asks that they be also obliged z 


pay, in addition to the $24,517 78, the sum of 
$10,112 85, the value of the two hundred and three 
boxes of sugar. i 

Now, I think, with all due deference to the Sec. 
retary of the Treasury, that the Committee on 
Commerce were wise in the recommendation they 
made; but I nevertheless submit the amendment 
prepared at the Treasury Department, that this 
committee may determine for themselves whether 
they will adopt the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, or that recommended by the 
Treasury Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wit state to 
the gentleman from New York, that when the bill 
was up before, the amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce was adopted. By unanimous con- 
sent, however, a vote can be taken upon the 
amendment the gentleman from New York now 
proposes. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unani- 
mous consent to offer this amendment, which has 
been prepared at the Treasury Department, as a 
substitute for the bill as amended, on motion of 
the Committee on Commerce. I-will repeat, how- 
ever, that, in my judgment, it will be wise for this 
committee to — to its decision, and pass the 
bill as it is now amended. 

No objection being made, the substitute was 
received and read. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. It is due to the House that 
I should state that the firm of De Visser & Vil- 
larubia is one of the oldest and most respectable 
commercial houses in the city of New Orleans. I 
happen to know all the circumstances of the case. 
This Météyé was a young man, employed asa 
clerk by the house. After serving for several 
years, the firm were satisfied with him, and they 
gave him an interest in the business. He was 
attending tothe whole of their custom-house busi- 
ness; and the whole fraud committed by him was 
unknown to the house, as is shown by the books 
of the firm. Those books show the whole amount 
of duties paid into the custom-house; and it is 
also shown clearly that Météyé received from them 
the full amount of duties charged upon the ori- 
ginal invoices. The courts determined that these 
gentlemen had nothing to do with the fraud, and 
that Météyé was the only one in fault. 

And let me state another thing to the commit- 
tee. It was understood, at the time, that after 
the officers of the custom-house had given notice 
that they had discovered the fraud, they allowed 
Météyé three days to escape from New Orleans 
before any attempt was made to arrest him; and 
after that, they knew exactly where he was, but 
did not pursue him, or make any attempt to effvct 
his arrest. He has since run away, and I be- 
lieve is new, perhaps, in France. 1 think it is 
due, under all these circumstances, that these gen- 
tlemen should be released from the penalties for 
which they are liable under the law. 

Mr. GROW. If I understand this question 
correctly, the court acquitted these gentlemen 
from any complicity in the perpetration of the 
fraud. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. Entirely. 

Mr. GROW. Then, I have no objection to 
the passage of the bill. 

The question being upon the substitute offered 
by Mr. Jonn Cocurane, it was taken; and the 
substitute was disagreed to. 

The bill, as niaenied. was then laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. : 


JOHN W. NYE——AGAIN. 


The committee then resumed the consideration 
of bill (H. R. No. are rovide for ee rer 
ment of the claim of J. W. Siva, assignee of Peter 
Bargy, jr., and Hugh Stewart. 

he report was read. 

Mr. GROW. If the bill can be amended, so 
that the amount to be paid shall be limited, I have 
no objection to it. 


Mr. THOMAS. I object. 
F. F. BROSE. 


Mt. HOARD. I ask the consent of the com- 
mittee to go back on the Calendar and take up 
House bill No. 586, for the relief of the legal ve 
resentatives of Frederick F Brose, deceased. 1 
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is a matter of very little importane?; and I hope 


the bill will be passed by the committee. H 


No objection being made, the bill was taken up | 
for consideration; and after being read, was laid | 
aside, to be reported to the House with the recom- | 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOUN MOSHTER. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. Lask the consent of the com- | 
mittee to go back and take up House bill No. 359, 
for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Moshier. 
Mr. THOMAS. Before I give my consent to 
that, I desire to say that now, one objection will 
prevent returning to that bill, and if it is to be | 


considered that it will require the objection of five . 


members to prevent its consideration after it has | 
been read, I shall object now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider, | 
under the circumstances, that one objection will 
be sufficient to prevent the consideration of the | 
bill, if it shall be taken up. 

Mr. KUNKEL. After the courtesy I have re- | 
ceived from the gentleman from Illinois on another | 
occasion, } shall object to this bill. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. My colleagues on the 
committe will give me the credit of being very | 
cautious in regard to these matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 
Maryland insist on his objection? 

Mr. KUNKEL. I do. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to present a priv- 
ileged report in the House from the committee of 
couference on the legislative, executive, and ju- | 


dicial appropriation bill, and move that the com- | 
mittee rise for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Bocock hav- 
ing taken the chair, as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
Wasuevurne, of Illinois, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House had, according to 
order, had the Private Calendar under considera- 
tion, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | am instructed by the com- 
mittee of conference on the legislative, executive, | 
and judicial appropriation bill to report their ac- | 
tion to the House, 1 will state, with the permis- | 
sion of the House, that the committee recommend 
that the House agree to the sixth amendment of 
the Senate, simply raising the amount of their con- 
tingent fund from $2,000 to $2,500. The House 
also agree to the Senate amendment in regard to 
the Mint, with anamendment. As it now stands, | 


we authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, when- | 


ever he deems it expedient, to discontinue the 
refining at the mints, but allows the same charge 
as under the existing law for refining, when it is 
done atthe Mint. With these two exceptions, | 
the action of the House upon the Senate amend- | 
ments is confirmed by the committee. I move | 
the previous question on the adoption of the | 
report. 

he previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The report of the committee of conference was 
adopted. 

r. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the report was adopted; and also moved | 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS moved that the House adjourn. | 
| 





The motion was disagreed to. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. | 
Mr. WINSLOW moved thatthe House resolve | 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House on | 
the Private Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into a | 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Wasn- | 
BURNE, Of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the | 
consideration of the Private Calendar. 
i 
{ 





JOHN W. NYE—AGAIN.® . 
Mr. BURNETT. Before the reading of the | 


Calendar is commenced, | desire to make a ques- || 


tion of order upon House bill No. 628 in relation | 
to the claim of J. W. Nye. I think this’ bill had | 
been called regularly, and objected to on a pre- | 
vious occasion, and that under the rule it requires | 
the objection of five fiembers to prevent its con- | 
sideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wnberenade 
that this-is ‘the first tinve the bill has Ween regu 
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larly called and objected to. He will therefore be 
compelled to overrule the point of order made by 
| the gentleman from Kentucky. 


HARRIS AND HODGE. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 

mous consent of the House for leave to take up 

and pass House bil! No, 723, for the relief of Har- 

ris & Hodge, of Missouri. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. 


I am always willing 


to accommodate the gentleman from Missouri; | 


but there are other bills upon the Calendar in 
which gentlemen upon the floor feel a deep inter- 
est, and [ think that we had better proceed with 
the callin order. I object. 


HALF PAY TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 
Mr. BURNETT. 


half pay to widows and orphans. That resolu- 
tion, and a large number of Court of Claims bills, 
which depend upon it, were laid aside informally 
for the purpose of affording an opportunity to 
| members to look into them. These cases might 
as well be disposed of now as at any other time. 


pass or reject them. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I think there is some 
misunderstanding about this matter. It is m 
recollection that the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Hoarp] objected to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman from New 
York withdrew his objection, and agreed that it 
should be informally passed over for examination. 


i The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 


the matter as stated by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. These bills from the Courtof Claims 
were informally passed over, to be called up by 
any member. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call them up, and ask that 
they be disposed of. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. WINSLOW. This resolution is to put 
the widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers 
who married after the year 1800 upon the same 
footing as those who married before that year. 
I have looked into the decisions of the Court of 
Claims and the statutes, and I have no doubt the 
joint resolution is framed according to the con- 
struction of the law. 

Mr. MILLSON. I understand the object of 
| that resolution is to give these widows pensions 
| from the time antecedent to the passage of the law. 
Mr. HOARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLSON. I recollect very well the cir- 
| cumstances attending the passage of the act. It 








was passed under the previous question; and I 
then desired to have the opportunity of opposing 
it, and was denied, I think that the decision of 
the Court of Claims is utterly wrong; and | object 
to the consideration of the resolution. 


J. W. NYE. 
A bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of J. W. 


Nye. 
Mr. THOMAS. I object. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. IThope there will beno objec- 
| tion to my bill. 
| Mr. KUNKEL. 


| 





I am indebted to the gentle- 
man from [llinois for so much courtesy that I 
| must object to his bill. 

| Mr. BURNETT moved that the committee 
| rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 





| reported that the Committce of the Whole House 
had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 
ea under consideration, and had directed 
| him to report to the House the following private 
| bills, with the recommendation that they do pass, 
| some with and some without amendment: 

} 





A bill (H. R. No. 586) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased; 

A bill CH. R. No. 590) for the relief of the chil- 
dren of William Humphrey, a soldierof the Rev- 
olution; 

A bill (H. R. No. 591) granting a pension to 
Archibald Merriman; 


| _ A bill (H. R. No. 593) for the relief of Henry 


Sanford; 


A bill (Hi R. No. 586) for the relief of James 
Van Pelt; 





I ask the unani- 


I now call up House joint | 
resolution No. 33,giving construction tothe seoond | 
|| section of the actof February 3, 1853, to continue | 


I hope, therefore, that we will take them up and | 


resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, | 





A’‘Bill (H. R. No. 597) to increase the pension 
of William W. Diehl; 
A bill (AH, R. No. 598) granting a pension to 
| Daniel Lucas; 
| A bill (HL R. No. 602) granting an invalid 
| pension to Henry F Bowers; 
| A bill (H. R. No, 624) for the relief of Hull & 
Cozzens and John Naylor & Co.; . 
A bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Alex- 
ander V. Fraser; 


A bill (H.R. No. 626) for the relief of Stephen 
F. Willis; 


|| A bill (S. No. 77) for the relief of Richard 

I} rye s 

|| A bill (S. No. 39) for the relief of Simon D. 

|| Visser and José Villarubia, of New Orleans; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 31) for the relief of Mrs. 

Mary Ann Henry, 
| The SPEAK ER. Unless objected to, the vote 

will be taken upon all the bills at once. 
|| Mr. BURNHAM., I wanta separate vote on 
the bill for the relief of Hull & Cozzens and John 
Naylor & Co., as it was the understanding that I 
should move an amendment to it. 

The SPEAKER, The vote will be taken on 
|| the other bills en masse. Shall the amendments 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
be concurred in? 

The amendments of the Committee of the 
|| Whole House were concurred in. 
|| ‘The bills were then severally ordered to be en- 
|| grossed—excepting the Senate bills—and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, they were ac- 
|| cordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. TTAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bills were passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HULL AND COZZENS. 


|| Mr. BURNHAM. I move to amend the bill 
| (HR. No. 624) forthe reliefof Hull & Cozzens 
| and John Naylor & Co., by adding at the end of 
ita proviso that the appropriation shall not ex- 
ceed $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
| grossed and read a third ume; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 




















ALFRED C. MURPITY AND HIRAM BURLINGIIAM, 
Mr. BURNETT. 

| now adjourn. 
| Mr.ALDRICH. I hopethegentleman will not 
| insist on that motion until I can get a bill passed, 
| Mr. BURNETT I withdraw the motion for 
| the present. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Committee 
| of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be 
| discharged from the further consideration ot 
| House bill No. 749, for the relief of Alfred C. 
| Murphy and Hiram Burlingham, and that it be 
| put upon its pares: 
* There was no objection; and the motion waa 
| agreed to. 
| ‘The bill, which was read, authorizes Alfred C. 
| Murphy to enter the north half of the northeast 


I move that the House do 





quarter and the northeast quarter of the north- 
| west quarter of section thirty-six, township twen- 
| ty-nine, range twenty-four west, in the State of 

Minnesota; and Hiram Burlingham to enter the 
| northwest quarter of the northwest quarter and 
| the south half of the northwest quarter of section 
| 





thirty-six, township twenty-nme, range twenty- 
four west, in the same State, upon payment, by 
Alfred C. Murphy and Hiram Burlingham, of the 
usual minimum of $1 25 per aere; and st directs 
| the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
| issue patents on the said entries, provided that 
| they shall in nowise interfere with ormembrace 
| any land to which: there is‘avalid subsisting claim 
under the preémption laws of the Duited States. 
| It also authorizes’ the superintendent of public 
| schools in Minnesota to seleet an equal aniount 
| of other lands in said State‘for the use of public 
|| schools in lieu of the lands‘herein granted. 

| Mr. ALDRICH. 


J move to amend by insert- 


Provided however. That no bona fide claim or right o! any 

parties or of the State of Minmuesota to said lands of any 

| part thereof shail in any wise Le prejudiced or affected by 

the terms of this act until their assentshall bave been first 
obtained. 


The amendatent was agreed to. 


| 
| ing in lieu of the proviso in the bil) the following: 
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The bill, as amended, was ordered to @en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to reconsider the vote 
oy which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the following titles; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (5S. No. 274) for the relief of Townsend 
Harris, or his heirs or legal representatives; and 

An act (58. No. 
Peebles. 


MRS. MARY ANN HENRY, 
Mr. HOARD. I find that the bill for the re- 
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| tenant, June 21, 1839; captain, April 1, 1850; and 


25) for the relief of John | 


lief of Mrs. Mary Ann Henry was not reported | 
with the amendment of the Committee of the | 


Whole House, and that it passed without that 
amendment. I asked the gentleman who had the 
bill in charge, what it granted, and he replied some 
thirty dollars a month. At my suggestion, it was 
reduced to twenty dollars a month. 
by unanimous consent, the correction be made in 
the engrossed bill. 
It was so ordered. 


2 JAMES SMITH. 
Mr. TOMPKINS. I ask the unanimous con- 


sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 


I ask that, | 


the Whole from the further consideration of Sen- | 


ate bill No. 134, for the relief of James Smith, and 
that it now be put on its passage. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
for consideration. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 

lace the name of James Smith, now of the city of 
Washiagen: late a soldier in the war with Mex- 


ico and on the frontier of Texas on the invalid | 


pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars a month, 
to commence on the 4th of March, 1858, and to 
continue during his lifetime. 


From the report, which was read, itappears that | 


T 


the United States, serving throughout the Mexi- 


the Feieee tes was several years in the Army of | 


can campaign, and doing duty upon the frontiers | 
of Texas, where he received the injury, while out | 
with a scouting party, which has resulted ina | 


permanent disability. ‘The duty upon which he 
was engaged at the time of receiving the injury, 


is regarded as one of a hazardous character; and | 


though the mannerin which he received the wound 


does not appear an evidence, the petitioner ap- | 


peared in person before the committee with an arm 
totally disabled, and stated that the injury was 
inflicted by a blow from a musket, struck by the 
non-commissioned officer who was in command 
of the scouting party to which he was attached. 
The blow broke the arm and dislocated the elbow 
joint; and before the petitioner was able to return 
to camp and receive surgical treatment, a bony 
union of the joint had taken place, and left his arm 
so crooked as to be totally disabled. He remained 
in the hospital, after his return, until his wound 
was healed, when he was discharged from the 


died February 99, 1851. 


1 


The petitioner applies 


| for a pension on the ground that her husband died 


| of injuries received while in the line of his duty, 


1} 





| 1851. 


in the service of the United States. 
McDougall, surgeon, of the United States Army, 
certifies that Captain Reeves was under his pro- 


\| fessional treatment from June, 1846, to June, 


1848, for disease of the left testicle, caused by an 
injury received while on drill at Fort Adams, 


Rhode Island, sometime in 1845, which he be- || 


lieves was the cause of his death, in February, 
C. H. Wheelingsly, surgeon, of the Uni- 
ted States Navy, who attended Captain Reeves, 
at Pensacola, in 1846, states: **1 have never 
doubted but that the injury which ultimately 


|| caused his (Captain Reeves’s) death was received | 
| in the line of his duty.’’ 
Aa the time of his death no report was made by | 


a medical officer, as he did not die at a militar 

vost. Acting Surgeon General R. C. Wood, 
United*States Army, states that the certificate of 
Surgeon McDougall is, in his opinion, entitled to 


all the credit that would be given to a similar | 


statement from the records of the surgeon gene- 
eral’s office. Captain J. Jones, United States 
Army, states that Captain Reeves was ordered to 
Pensacola, Florida, in anticipation, and prepara- 
tory to the war with Mexico; and that his health 


was so much impaired that he was unable to go | 
with his company to Mexico, and was assigned | 


duty at West Point; that he was at the post with 
Captain Reeves when he received the injury; went 
with him to Pensacola; and was subsequently 
with him between three and five years during his 


illness, and never doubted that his disease was | 
caused by the injury he received while drilling his | 


company at Fort Adams. 5 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and 

itwas accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HUGHES moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved to | 


lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAURA C. HUMBER. 


Mr. HINDMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of Senate bill No. 227, for the relief of Laura C. 


| Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber; and that 


the same may be considered at this time. 

No objection being made, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Laura C. Humber, widow of 
Charles Humber, late captain in the seventh reg- 


| imentof the United States infantry, upon the pen- 


—— 


service, on the surgeon’s certificate, for ordinary | 


disability. 


The bill was ordered to be read athird time; and | 


it was accordingly read the third time,and passed, || 


Mr. TOMPKINS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANNIE D. REEVES. 


Mr. HUGHES a1 ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 


Whole House from the further consideration of || 


Senate bill No. 225, for the relief of Annie D. 
Reeves, and that it be considered at this time. 

No objection being made, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
lace the name of Annie D. Reeves, widow of J. 
3. K. Reeves, late captain in the first regiment 

artillery, United States Army, at the rate of haif- 
pay proper, commencing on the Ist of January, 
1860, and to continue during life. 

From the report, the following facts appear: 
That Captain J. S. K. Reeves, deceased, the hus- 
band of the petitioner, was appointed second lieu- 
tenant of the first artillery, July }, 1838; first lheu- 








sion roll, and to pay her at the rate of twenty 
dollars per month, to continue for life or widow- 
hood. 

The report states the following facts: The hus- 
band of the petitioner entered the United States 
Army as a cadet in September, 1835; was second 
lieutenant of seventh infantry, July 1, 1840; first 


lieutenant, September, 1845; brevet captain, *‘ for |, 


gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of 


Cerro Gordo, 18th April, 1847;’’ severely wounded | 


at San Geronimo, 19th August, 1847; and died at 
Fort Smith, Arkansas, January 2, 1858. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 
Mr. HLNDMAN moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
_ lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
HARRIS AND HODGE. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further con- 
sideration of House bill No. 723, for the relief of 
Harris & Hodge, of Missouri, and that the same 
be considered at this time. 

No objection being made, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

The bill directs the Postmaster General to pay, 
out of any ee the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Harris & Hodge, of Brunswick, 
in the State of Missouri, the sum of $2,223, in full 
for their services in carrying the United States 
mail, from December 20, 1858, to August 20, 1859, 
from Huntsville to Brunswick, in the State of 
Missouri. 


Charles | 


ebru ary 1 6, 


| 
| It appears,from the report, that some time prior 
|| to the 20th of December, 1858, the citizens of 
| Huntsville, Brunswick, and vicinity, in the State 
| of Missouri, petitioned Congress to establish a 
|| daily mail or post route between said points; but 
| that, by reason of the failure of the last Congress 
| to pass the post office appropriation and post route 
bill, the route was not, and is not now, established 
by law. The wants and demands of the people 
for further mail facilities in that section of the 
State of Missouri, caused by the rapid increase 
of population, induced the petitioners to open up 
a route from Huntsville to Brunswick, a distance 
| of about sixty miles, and commenced running a 
daily line of coaches between said points, with 
|jethe understanding with the postmasters that they 
|| should have the mails, and look to Congress for 
|| compensation. In pursuance of this arrangement, 
the petitioners, therefore, on the 20th day of De- 
cember, 1858, at the instance of the postmasters, 
|| took charge of the mails, and durviol Coens daily, 
each way, until the 20th of August, 1859, a period 
of eight months, for which they have received no 
compensation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act to extend the right of appeal from the 
decisions of the circuit courts to the Supreme 
| Court of the United States; 

‘ bill for the relief of George H. Giddings; 
an 

A bill for the relief of William Cowan. 


| 
RECESS. 
| 
| 








| 








Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Kentucky to withdraw that motion; so that we 
may take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
recess. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope we shall 
not yet adjourn; we are doing a good business 
now. 

Mr. GROW. I hope, by unanimous consent, 


| we will take a recess now until seven o’clock, 


I have no objection to a 


|| when debate upon the special order shall pro- 

|| ceed, with the understanding that the gentleman 

|| from Maryland, (Mr. Wesster,] who was en- 
titled to the floor to-day, shall have the floor on 
Monday- 

Mr. WINSLOW. [hope the House will pro- 
ceed with business for an hour longer now. 

Mr. GROW. Then I make this proposition, 
‘| that when the House adjourns to-day, it shall be 
| to take a recess until seven o’clock this evening. 
|| Mr. HUGHES. I object, and hope the House 
| will not consent to it. 
| Mr. BORNETT. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. As objection is made, I ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw his mo- 
tion, so that I may call up the special order. 
Then we can take a recess under the order of the 
House. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
date the gentleman. 

Mr. GROW. Now, I insist that the special 
order shall be taken up. That is, the regular order 
of business. ; 

Mr. MORSE. I believe I was recognized by 
the Chair. , : 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is recognized; 
but the mdfn to adjourn is a privileged mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MORSE, Not while I am upon the floor. 

Mr. GROW. I rise toa point of order. The 
gentleman from jpameaciry ese a motion to ad- 
ourn. then asked the House to take a recess. 
That was objectedto. The gentleman from Ken- 
'| tacky then renewed his motfon, but withdrew it 
that 1 might call up the special order, which is 

the regular order of business. Now,| insist upon 
| the special order being takenup. The gentleman 


I move that the House do 





I am willing to accommo- 
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from Kentucky withdrew his motion for that pur- 





pose. After the special order is taken up, I shall 


House. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
been occupied by the consideration of private bills, 
I do not think it is fair to the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Wessrter,] who was entitled to 
the floor to-day, to compel him to proceed this 


Mr. GROW. I expressly stated, in the first 
instance, that a recess should be taken with the 
understanding that the gentleman from Maryland 
should have the floor onMonday. A aaalan of | 


other gentlemen desire to speak this evening. || 


Mr. BURNETT. Then I have no objection. + 
The SPEAKER. The special order, being | 
the report of the committee of thirty-three, is be- || 
fore the House for consideration. | 
Mr. GROW. I move to take a recess until 


SSS 
H . 

|| cool again. 
ask for a recess, under the previous order of the || 





seven o’clock. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARNETT. Is the object of a recess 
general debate upon the special order? That re- | 
quires unanimous consent, 

Mr. GROW. The object is general debate; | 
but there is an order of the House which obliges | 
us to take a recess at four o’clock. I ask that it 
be done now, so that we may not be obliged to || 
remain here untilgour o’clock. In half an hour’s | 
time we shall be obliged to take a recess. I] 


Mr. GARNETT. Then, I have no objection. | 
SAMUEL S. GREEN. 


Mr. MORSE. I ask the indulgence of the || 
House a moment. Ihave a little private bill that | 
I desire to callup. lam going out of Congress 
on the 4th of March, and I am very anxious to 
get this bill through before I leave. One of my 
constituents and agentleman in New Orleans are 
equally interested in this matter, and I would like 
to have it taken upas a Union measure. [Laugh- 
ter.] I move that the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of House bill No. 514, for the relief of Sam- | 
uel S. Green. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I @ject to 
all these Union measures. [Laughter.] 

The bill was read. It provides that the fines 
imposed by the Post Office Department on Sam- | 
uel S. Green, of New Orleans, while carrying the 
mails on route 3503, from New Orleans and other 
ports in the Gulf of Mexico, to Key West and | 
back, when he failed to depart from, or arrive at 
any of said ports at precisely the scherlule time, | 
be remitted; and it directs the proper accounting || 
officers of the Treasury to settle his accounts, and | 
allow him the amount of said fines and the balance 
due him under his contract. | 

Mr. HOARD. Objection was made by the gen- || 
tleman from Pennsylvania to the consideration of | 
that bill, and I do not know why it has been read. | 

Mr. BOCOCK. I am satisfied the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania did not mean his objection to 
be entertained by the Chair. He isa man who || 
is very much misunderstood. He puts in objec- || 
tions when he does not mean them to be enter- |) 
tained. [Lau ws 
Mr. MORSE. Of course he does not object. || 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did_not under- || 
stand the gentleman from Pennsylvarffa as object- || 
ing. 

Mr. HOARD. I object to the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. Let me say to the gentleman, 
that this bill has been unanimously reported by 
the Post Office Committee. It only proposes to | 
remit certain fines imposed upon Mr. Green, for 
coming into port only a few hours after the sched- 
ule time, in consequence of fogs and storms. He 
not only got nothing for the trips, but was fined 
$2,000. All he asks is that those fines shall be 
remitted, . 

Mr. HOARD. What do the fines amount to, 

Mr. MORSE. The fines amount to about nine 
thousand dollars, They ruined the man, and you 
want to continue to ruin him. The Government 
is this very day paying $76,000 to a contractor | 
for prom ing the very same service which he | 

eo) 
| 











performed for $24,000. I call the previous ques- | 
tion on the bill. 


Mr. HOARD. I object; and the gentleman | 


cannot call the previous question on the bill; and | 


| 
| 
i 


| stipulations. 


| ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 


I will not withdraw the objection until he cote | 
[Laughter.] 
Mr. MORSE. It is the only favor I ever asked | 


|| of the House. 
Inasmuch as the day has | 


Mr. HOARD. I ask the gentleman to state | 


- | 
| how much the fines amount to, and he goes off | 
into a rambling and excited statement from which | 


. : | 
| no one can possibly make out anything about the | 


| claim. 
evening. i 


Mr. MORSE. I am just as cool as my friend. 
I stated that the fines amounted during the year 
to about nine thousand dollars; and the Post Office 
Committee tell you that this is as just a bill as 
ever came before the House. 
Mr. HOARD. Then! withdraw my objection. 
The bill was then ordered to a third reading; | 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and | 
assed. 
Mr. MORSE moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay | 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


NEW GRANADA AND COSTA RICA. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. bk ask the House to put 


upon its passage Senate bill No. 543, to carry | 
into effect conventions between the United States | 
and the Republics of New Granada and Costa | 
Rica. It is necessary that it should be passed 
immediately, in order to carry into effect conven- 
tions with New Granada and Costa Rica for the 
payment of indemnity to our citizens for losses 
there incurred. It simply provides for the ap- 
pointment of commissioners in pursuance of treaty 


There being no objection to the bill, it was 


read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUMPHREY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


SAMUEL PERRY. 


Mr.STEVENSON. lLask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further con- | 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 678) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Perry. It is the first bill I have 
ever asked the House to pass, and it is a very 
meritorious claim. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Samuel Perry the sum of 
$638 98, the amount improperly deducted from 
freight for transportation of Indian supplies in the 
year 1837, a portion of which was lost by the 
sinking of a flat-boat. 

There. being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill. 

It was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask the House to put upon 
its passage bill No. 917. 

Mr. WINSLOW. lLobject. I have had the floor 
twice to-day, and have been taken off it by objec- 
tions. 


Mr. THOMAS. 





I move that the House do 


| now adjourn. 


Mr. GROW. If that motion is insisted on, I 
shall have to call the yeas and nays upon it so as 
to take up the time till four o’clock, in order that 
we may have a recess till seven this evening. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is any business to be done 
after the recess—anything but speech-making? 

Several Memsers. No; no. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I| withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. I then propose that we take a 
recess now, until seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want it understood that 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Wesster} 
is to have the floor when the special order next 
comes up after to-day. 

Mr. GROW. Certainly. 
the beginning. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatisunderstoodall round. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairunderstands, then, | 


I proposed that at 
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that, by general consent of the House, the gen- 
Uleman from Maryland (Mr. Wensrer} isto have 
the floor on the special or ler on Monday, or when 
nextitcomes upafter to-day. [Cries of ** Agreed!” 
and * Certainly !""} 

The House then, (at twenty minutes to four 
o’clock, p. m.,) by unanimous consent, took a 
recess until seven o’clock this evening. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at seven o'clock, p. m., 
(Mr. Atpricu occupying the Chair as Speaker 
pro tempore,) and immediately resumed the con- 
sideration of the special order, being the report of 
the committee of thirty-three on the present con- 
dition of the country. 

Mr. SOMES. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose, 
in the brief space of time I shall occupy, to fatigue 
the House with a recital of the present difficulties 
which seem to threaten the peace and stability 
of the nation. They are already too familiar to 
every American citizen; and are but the result of 
an attempt to override the laws of civilization, by 
endeavoring to force slavery upon enlightened 
communities where the institution never before 
existed. 

The advocates of slavery have tried to harmon- 
ize the most intensified despotism on earth with 
free schools and Cheenoy, They have in- 
sulted the intelligence of the North by declaring 
that wrong is right, and that all who differ from 
them in this conclusion should be gagged. They 
have undertaken to unite two repellant bodies, and 
because they would not fuse now threaten to break 
the crucible. Any political chemist could have 
foretold the result, 

When the fathers framed the Government, they 
were compelled to tolerate slavery, from the ne- 
cessity of the case; but, at the same time, they 
adopted the theory of equality among men, and 
provided in the Constitution the means that were 
sure to lead to its ultimate triumph, namely, free 
speech and a free press. They did not fear error 
so long as truth was left free to combat it. Our 
southern friends understand the power of truth 
when uttered without restraint, as well as the first 
Napoleon did, and they fear it more, because the 
despotism of Napoleon’s sway was a democracy 
compared with the tyranny of American slavery. 
The nephew ts wiser than his uncle, or the slave- 
holder; for he means, hereafter, that the golden 
and not the iron rule shall govern his people; and 
he is, therefore, beginning to loosen the muzzle, 
and unfetter the press. He prefers intelligence 
to ignorance, intellectual strength to brute force, 
wealth to poverty, national greatness to an imbe- 
cile oligarchy, a personal renown, which shall keep 
up with or run before the progress of civilization, 
rather than present ease and the execrations of 
future generations. Time will verify this state- 
ment 

The slave power might learn many a lesson of 
political wisdom by crossing the Atlantic; but it 
chooses the Gulf. In order to coerce the North 
into compromising its principles, the South has 
inaugurated a system of terrorism that has no 
parallel in the history of the world; and when it 
is understood that there is no sincerity in the 

resent movement, at least with four fifths of the 
inhabitants of the southern States, but that it is 
a mere game of brag, it certainly seems surpris- 
ing that so many of our statesmen should be 
drawn into the snare. 

But I may be told,as a proof of their sincerity, 
that already several of the States have held con- 
ventions and resolved themselves out ofthe Union, 
and have formed a new confederacy. But con- 
ventions are cheap, and resolutions still cheaper; 
besides, conventions and resolutions constitute no 
inconsiderable part of southern political capital. 
The southern States occasionally hold conven- 


~] 


“tions, and resolve to open direct trade witli for- 


eign nations, by means of lines of magnificent 
steamships and fast clippers. ‘They resolve great 
cities where small towns have hardly held their 
own for many years. ButI believe the world has 
wagged along about the same after as they did 
before the resolutions passed; and fast clippers 
and the stupendous steamships float only in the 
imaginations of the resolvers. 
But you say they have gone beyond resolutions 
in this case; they have seized the forts and ar- 
senals, and have threatened to coerce the Govern- 
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ment into a war. 
the very card that was required to bring Congress 
on its knees, and they knew it. TI like the bold- 
ness with which they play their game; they 
‘‘etuke their all’” on a small pair, and then, with- 
out moving a muscle of the face, the vy look their 


opponent inthe eye until he quails and lays down 


his hand. 
i was in Washington most of the time for six 


weeks prior to the assembling of Congress, and | 


had good reasons for believing that a deep and 
broad scheme was laid, which has since been par- 
tially carried out, to dissolve the Republican party 
and obtain new concessions and pledges from the 
free States, by threatening to dissolve the Union, 
without the slightest desire or intention to do so. 
I had a peep behind the scenes, and can assure 


the timid ones that it is nothing but sheet-iron | 


The 


thunder that so startles and alarms them. 


managers did not fully comprehend the firmness | 


of the northern people; and have therefore been 
obliged to play i 
was at first intended. 

If that which was intended as a farce should 
end asa real tragedy among the actors, the get- 
ters-up of the play will be responsible for the re- 
sults. If the true 
taking any part in this performance, the seces- 
sionists will, in the course of ninety days, cry for 
quarter instead of concessions. 


But, suppose we grant that the Union is now | 
really in danger: what will save it? Or, if it can- | 


not be saved, what is the next best thing to be 
done? The seceding States repudiate all offers of 
adjustment; it is therefore folly to waste time or 
words on them; it is worse than folly, it is weak- 
ness and cowardice. 


in a speech before the late State convention in || 


Alabama, Mr. Yancey said: . 


“Mr. President, | avow myself as utterly, unalterably | 


opposed to any and all plans of reconstructing a Union with 
the Black Republican States of the North. 
antees—no ainendments of the Constitution—no peaceful 


No new guar- | 


|| do not propose co give any farther license to sla- | 
ieir game more desperately than | 


nion men will stand aloof from | 





resolutions-—no repeal of offensive laws, can offer to me | 


any, the ieast, inducement to reconstruct our relations with || d 
); his onwar course, 


|| States is uncompromising hostility to the expan- 
Mason and Dixon’s line, on principles mutually agreeable | 


the non-slavehoiding States. This opinion is not founded 
on any objection to a confederation with the States north of 


to them; but it is founded on the conviction that the dis- 
ease which preys on the vitals of the Federal Union, does 
not emanate from any defect in the Federal Constitution, 
but from a deeper source—the hearts, heads, and con- 
sciences of the northern people.”’ 


But we are told that the border States must be 
saved, and that this can only be done by giving 
them some compromise upon which they may 


stand, and around which they can rally to resist | 


the tide of secession. 

' It is proposed by gentlemen to build a platform 
outof empty compromises and meaningless prom- 
ises for Union men of the border States to stand 
upon, and with this to cheat the people back to 
their constitutional allegiance. We may cheat 
ourselves thus, but not the people. Any com- 
promise now offered can only have the effect of 
demoralizing and disorganizing the only power 
upon which the tranquillity of the country de- 
pends, namely, the Republican party; for these 
same disturbing elements will reappear whenever 
the slave power has any real or fancied grievance, 


unless all attempts at compromise are sternly re- | 


sisted by the Republican party; for all other par- 
ties are er up, and have no political strength. 
The Republican party must save the Government 
hy standing firm upon its platform of principles, 
or los: itself inthe general chaos. There are va- 


rious propositions of compromise offered by dif- | 


ferent classesof men. The first class of compro- 
mises are called conservative. They are the 
representatives of property, either in slaves at the 
South or merchandise at the North; they have 
everything to lose and little to gain in any political 
orsocial disturbance, and are, therefore, everready 
to counse| the sacrifice of principle whenever there 
is an appearance of agitation. The second class 
are men of passive or negative qualities, with no 
particular purpose,and are the subjects and tools 
of the positive men. Then there is a third class 
of men who, having an eye to an office or a con- 
tract, suddenly become overwhelmed with patri- 
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I know they have, and that is | 














money permanently invested, and have retired to | 
| their easy chairs to doze out the balance of their | 


days, and are unwilling to be disturbed. 


They 
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were once like other men, active and brisk and | 


bold in their operations; but now those days are 


_ but dreams of the past; they have now a taste for 


everything that is old, moldy, and stationary. 
The world whirls too fast for them; it makes them 


| dizzy, and so they are anxious to stop it. If you 








otic emotions, and are ready to save the Umion at || 


all hazards, 

There is still another class of men that should 
not be overlooked, for they have, indirectly, a 
good deal of influence. They are what are called 


could be permitted to look into their safes, you 


_would find large packages of Government and 


State stocks, as well as railroad and manufactur- | 
ing. You would also find bonds and mortgages | 


and bank stock in abundance. They are in the 
habit of overhauling and contemplating these as 
a poet does Shakspeare or Longfellow. In a 


word, these men are ciironic fogies run to seed, 
and should be treated with consideration and re- | 
spect, for we have one of them at the head ofthe | 


Government. But there is a class of men who 
very; who act from higher motives; whose con- 
trolling influence is humanity; whose ambition is 
its growth and universal development. This class 
has secured the control of the Government in the 
triumph of the Republitan party, after a struggle 
of many years. 

There are certain strata in political history that 
mark the progress of the race with as much cer- 
tainty as do those of geology the formation of the 
earth. These are war, money, and humanity. 
The first had its day, and controlled nations with 
an iron will. Then war yielded to money, and 
capital has been for many years the barometer of 
public opinion, and the controlling influence of 
political parties and nations. 

But this is about to give up its scepter to hu- 
manity, giving a higher tone to public sentiment; 
a better political practice, as well as theory, to the 
country. War and money are to be used only as 


| auxiliary agents in the development of this new 


»ower. This young giant is already inaugurated 
in the North; and you might as well attempt to 
resist the laws that govern the seasons as to check 
The position of the free 


sion of slavery. 

In view of these facts, let us see what is the 
real condition and interest of the slave States, and 
the policy which they should pursue. The cot- 
ton states—South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Florida, Arkansas, and a 
part of ‘l'exas—are slave-consuming States; Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, Delaware, Kentucky, Tennes- 
see, North Carolina, and Missouri, are slave- 
breeding States. The former seek extension of 


| breeding territory to secure cheap negroes; the 


latter, if they would extend slavery atall, should 
strive to annex more consuming territory, for the 


yurpose of enhancing the market value of slaves. | 


Vhat, then, is the policy of the two sections of 
the South? ~I cheerfully admit that the border 
States are but slightly responsible for the dis- 
turbed state of affairs, and that the crime rests 
mainly upon seceding or slave-consuming States. 

Suppose, then, the consuming States really mean 
secession and an independent southern confeder- 
acy: will the border slave States go with them, and 
assist in opening the African slave trade, when itis 
evident that, sooner or later, the value of slaves 
would be so reduced by fresh importations that 
it would become unprofitable to raise them? 

In addition to this sacrifice of the interests of 
the breeding States, they will, from their geo- 
graphical position, be compelled to fight the bat- 
tles of the consuming States as wellas their own, 
and to assist in suppressing servile insurrection 
as soon as the restraints of the Federal Govern- 
ment are removed from those in the North who 
would excite it. New and increased facilities will 
be offered for the escape of this property; for 
property with brains and legs would then be less 
reliable than stocks, or even Indian bonds; and I 
wish to tell southern gentlemen now, thatif they 
succeed in breaking up this Union, and place 
themselves upon uattiendly relations with the free 
States, they can never recover from northern soil 
a single slave who steals himself; for then, even 
marshals and commissioners, being shorn of their 
fees, wH! join the hosts of freedom. The policy 
of the consuming States will be free trade and di- 
rect taxation, which must necessarily prevent the 


| development of the natural resourees of the border 
retired gentlemen, or millionaires; they have their || States and reduce them to slave breeding alone. 


| 
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Such is the condition and position of the seced- 





| ing slave-consuming States, with whom it js pro- 


posed the border States shall ally themselves 
unless we of the free States concede some com. 
promise upon which they can stand. 

Why should they, then, demand of the North 
concessions that will only result ultimately to their 
disadvantage and our disgrace? Suppose that we 
give you New Mexico, with astringent slave code: 
what then? I have already shown you that it 
would aly create competition with your own 
slave-breeding States; and that, while you expand 
slave territory, you contract your own income. 

Suppose we offer you, as a compromise, the 
strongest guarantee that we will not interfere with 
slavery in the States: you have it already in the 
Consutution. And one year ago you rung the 
changes on the Constitution and the Union, until 
the phrase became a byword. Has the Consti- 
tution changed; or why have you lost faith in it? 
The Republican party is satisfied with it as it is. 
Shall we repeal the personal liberty bills? You 
now say you care nothing about them. Do you 
want more guarantees for the rendition of fugi- 
tives from labor? Can you get any better guar- 
antees by going out of the Union than you now 
have in it? 

The fugitive slave law was framed to satisfy 
the slave power, and was made so heavy that it 
crushed its northern champion—the greatest man 
of the age—and carried down a President and the 
Whig party. Are you not satisfied with such a 
feat, or have you got your ey@ on another crop 
of great men and a successful party whose necks 
you wish to place under this modern guillotine, 
called compromise? Several are already on their 
backs, looking up at the glistening blade; but they 
are unwilling to die alone, so they beckon us on 
to share their inglorious fate. 

It is urged by some that we should yield all the 
Territory south of 36° 30’ to slavery, on the ground 
that slavery cannot exist there and be profitable; 
that the laws of nature forbid it. Why should 
not slave breeding be as profitable in New Mexico 
as in Virginia or Maryland? It is for breeding 
alone that they want this Territory, as I have 
endeavored to show; but, if it is worthless, why 
are you 60 tenacious to secure it for slavery? 

You gay it is a mere abstraction for which we 
are contending, because slavery cannot possibly 
go there. And yet you regard this abstraction of 
so much importance to you that you say you are 
willing to dissolve the Union and plunge the coun- 
try into civil war to secure it. If itis an abstrac- 
tion with us, of course it must be an abstraction 
with you. 

But you say you have gone so far in the seces- 
sion scheme that it would be humiliating to be 
compelled to retract; and therefore we must do 
something, if itis only a semblance of conces- 
sion. I admire the coolness of this proposition 
more than the justice of it. You who are for dis- 
union have turned traitors to the Government— 
stolen the forts and arsenals—and now you come 
to us and insist that we must get up a sham and 
a cheat in order that you may escape the gallows 
withouttarnishing your honor or humiliating your 

ride. 

. It is true the North has been condescending and 
generous towards the South, and I have no doubt 
will continue to be, so long as the Union shall last. 
It is natural for intelligent and honest communi- 
ties to be mgre generous than just, especially to- 
ward the weak and erring; but when criminals 
come to sucha peopleand demand that their crimes 
shall be indorsed, instead of being pardoned, | 
think it is rather more than they will consent to. 
And although a few members of Congress, rep- 
resenting a generous people, mav be induced to 
stand god-fathers to traitors, and become accesso- 
ries to treason, after the fact, I feel confident that 
their constituents will hang them — on the 
tree of public scorn than Haman or Judas hung. 

Let me say to gentlemen of the border siave 
States, if you ‘would be protected by the Federal 
Government against insurrections; if you would 
have slavery still tolerated and your firesides re- 
spected; if you would escape the torch and the 
assassin’s Knife; I beseech you, in all candorand 
frankness, accept the aid and coéperation of your 
best friends; ally yourselves with the North, and 
let the cotton States fight their own battles. Ac- 
knowledge the rightfulness of the doctrine of free- 
dom, education, and elevation which now obtains 
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in all the free States; disenchant yourselves of the 
influence of that which, in your hearts, you would 
gladly be rid of, and the North will assist you. 


but it is soon to come. God and humanity bave 
decreed it. Empty compromises cannot prevent 
it. If the slavehulders are honest in declaring that 
they are afraid that the people of the North will 
interfere with slavery, and destroy it altogether, 
and that these fears are founded upon the increas- | 
ing anti-slavery sentiment and political strength | 
of the North, would it not be well for them to 
treat this northern power with consideration, and 
would it not be wise to conciliate it, 

I know that gentlemen have reason to laugh at 
this when they look upon the past history of 
northern political parues; but | can assure you 
that a new order of things has taken possession | 
of the northern mind, and | desire to state to gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the House that the North 
has awakened to the practical consideration of 
these issues, and if the seuthern States persist in | 
keeping up the present warfare against the rights | 
of citizens who are compelled from business rela- | 
tions to travel South on jeaceful missions; if they 
insist that the North shall regard the Constitution 
in letter and spiritasa sacred instrument, and yet 
they themselves treat it as though it were but so 
much blank parchment; if they mob and hang 
men and women who are guilty of nothing but | 
having been born in free States; if they éontinue | 
to rob the Governmer@ to Md them in carrying | 
out their treasonable designs, they will soon find | 
the whole people of the North becoming aboli- 
tionized and consolidated in one greatand power- 
ful party. 1 say this not in a spirit of menace; | 
but | desire to state the truth. They have borne | 
and forborne until *‘ forbearance ceases to be a 
virtue.”’ They have been constantly yielding to 
the demands of the slave power for the sake of 
peace, until neither peace nor justice are to be 
found. And lt now warn the South, that unless 
it retracts at once from its treasonable operations | 
and commences a system of conciliation toward 
the North, it may make up its mind that slavery | 
in the States will date its downfall from the day 

j 
| 





the first act of treason was committed, and ina 
few years it wili go out in blood. | warn you not 
to take the flimsy compromises which some few 
gentlemen on this side of the House would offer | 
ram They do not represent the sentiment of the 
North; the North will repudiate any compromise, 
such as has been proposed, and the party that 
makes it. Let us look this question squarely in 
the fre, and grapple with it as it Is. Les us not 
attempt to deceive ourseives or cheat others. In 
a crisis like this, we should be men, do our duty, 
and take the consequences, 

Would you compromise with a burglar who 
had entered your house, by giving him the key of 
your safe when you had the means to put him | 
out? 
should make return ov his warrant that he found 
the thief whom he was ordered to arrest, but that | 
said thief had declared himself as having seceded | 
from the laws, and that he should regard an ar- 
rest as coercion on the part of the officer? 

The border States are between two fires; what 
can they do to extricate themselves from this di- 
lemma? I repeat, conciliate the free States; first, 
by consenting to the abolition of slavery in the | 
District of Columbia, thedock-yards,and arsenals, | 
on a basis which shall be just to the slaveholder; 
and, second, to a system of gradual emancipation 
in the border States, and allowing your people, | 
within your own borders, the right which the | 
Constitution guaranties them, to discuss the sub- 
ject of slavery. 

Consent to this, and the North will aid you in 
any reasonable endeavor to protect yourselves 
and your property, and the whole civilized world 
will applaud yuu in so humane an undertaking. | 
will not advise as to the particular mode of emanci- 

ation. Free discussion among yourselves will 
ead to a peaceable and equitable solution of the 
whole subject. All the natural advantages of your 
fertile and beautiful country will at once begin to 
developthemselves. Your abundant water-power 
will be brought into requisition. Manufacturing 
cities will suddenly spring up, opening home mar- 
kets for the products of your soil under the in- 
vigorating and inspiring influence of free labor, 
which will increase your wealth and importance 
a thousand fold. You may thus save that which 





Gentlemen may scout the idea of emancipation, | 
| 
| 
' 
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What would you think of an officer who || 
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you now have, or its full value, and gain that | 


which, while slavery exists as the controlling in- 
fluence of your social and political system, you 
can never receive. I need not recount in detail the 
happy effects of the inauguration of such a sys- 
tem in the border States; they are witnessed every 
day in the growth, wealth, enterprise, peace, pros- 


perity, and happiness of, every free State in the | 
country. You have the alternative before you, to | 


adopt this plan or do worse. Compromising ae 
stave it off for a brief period; and it may not. If 


| it does, it will be like building a dam across a 
| river, raising the water to the top only to fall with 


all the more noise and force, devastating the coun- 


| try, when your compromise dam shall break 


away. 

Rickie compromise, and reconstruction, is 
now the platform of the odds and ends of the late 
Democratic party. Secession to force compro- 
mise, compromise to disrupt and destroy the Re- 
publican party, and the reconstruction of the old 
Democratic party on its ruins. This is a new 


platform, but is fully in keeping with all its plat- || 


forms in the past. The Democratic party was 
always bold, positive, and radical; its opponents 
have been conservative and timid. 
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them on the auction block, to be driven to the rice 
and cotton fields, there to be worn out in a few 
years like things. You vote to compromise with 
a power that regards neither compronuse, law, 
nor the Constitution, You vote for the perpetuity 
of ignorance, and you vote for the overthrow of 
the treedom of speech and of the press. You lose 
the respect of the friends of freedom; you gain 
the contempt of the slave power and the appiause 
of hell. You say to all traitors, go on with your 
robbery and treasor® hereafter they shall be re- 
spectable and ata premium. Whenever you are 
beaten at the ballot-box you have only to steal the 
| public property and declare war against the Gov- 
/ ernment, and we will make concessions, even to 
the sacrifice of our dearest principles, and break 
the power that defeated you, if you will be quiet 
and remain in the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, this is probably my last appeal 


|| on this floor. I should be willing to do anything 


The Demo- | 


cratic party has been the engineer, fearlessly let- | 


ting on the steam, while its opponents have been 
at the brake, ready to stop the train at the slight- 
est jostle. 

In a new country like ours, where almost every- 
thing is yet undeveloped, and where the masses 
are more or less impulsive and speculative, the 
bold and courageous are bound to succeed, while 
the timid will complainingly follow after them. 
It is an instinct in the human race to admire bold- 
ness and daring. Men will sooner follow a hero 
into the ditch, than a coward into the camp. 
Hence the people have always rallied around the 
standard of the Democratic party, and have borne 
iton to victory time and again, although that party 
has been too often in the wrong. 


to perpetuate and extend a wrong, by unlawful 
and unconstitutional means, that a division of the 
party was caused, and consequently a loss of 
power. It has had the shrewdness to keep its op- 
ponents always on the defensive. While 1 would 
commend the political sagacity and pluck of that 
party, [ would save this young champion of free- 
dom and true Democracy—the Republican party 
—from internal dissensions and dissolution. 

I would save the honor of the free States from 
a disgrace so humiliating as would be involved in 
the cowardly surrender of the great principles for 
which they have so valiantly contended and hon- 
orably won. And before this scheme of bartering 
away a nation’s hope to appease the wrath of a 
few traitors is consummated, I would implore 
gentlemen whose talents and position necessarily 
give them great influence in the nation, to reflect 
upon the awful responsibility which rests upon 
them. If you **sowthe wind, you will reap the 
whirlwind,”’ 
the seeds of promised peace and future hope; but 
they will spring up thorns of disappointment and 
civil discord, 
and the affections of the people by their brilliant 
talents and their eloquent and luring words of pa- 
triotism and their devotion to the great principles 
of humanity; and when they had scaled all the 
barriers that lay between obscurity and the temple 
of fame, this same devil, the slave power, that is 
now whispering in your ears, stealthily crept up 
behind and promised them the highest national 
honors if they would fall down and worship at 
his shrine. They listened; they consented, and 


fell; and,as they tumbled from their giddy heights, || 


the whole land shook as with an earthquake, and 
humanity cried aloud. Young men, you who have 
a brilliant future before you,! beseech you to pon- 
der and pray before you take the first fatal step. A 
nation’s fate isin your hands; the friends of liberty 
are waiting to catch your decision; downtrodden 
humanity, that has clanked its chains for centa- 
ries, and fed its soul on the sands of the desert, is 
now turning its agonizing look to the throne of 
Heaven, and with its fettered hands uplifted and 
its heart throbbing now with hope and now with 
fear, admonishes you of the importance of this 
decision. If you vote for compromise, you sow, 
on soil now free, the seeds of whips, chains, theft, 
robbery, and murder. You vote to legalize the 


It was only | 
when the more selfish and unscrupulous attempted | 





You may imagine you are sowing || 


Other men have gained position || 





| that might lead to the restoration of national tran- 
quillity and social harmony which would not com- 
promise the honor and dignity of the nation; but 
I fail to discover, in any proposition now before 
the House, anything that will lead to these re- 
sults. And before | would leave a word or a vote 
on record that might be construed into favor- 
ing theextension or perpetuity ofslavery, Pwould 
erish on the steps of my country’s Capitol, or be 
ies in the general wreck that would follow revo- 
lution. If I thought the preservation of the Union 
would be the means of furnishing fetters for those 
who are yet to be born on soil now free, | would 
be the first to break the chain that has so long 
bound us together, and let the slave Statesswing 
out from the protection of the national Govern- 
ment, to contend alone against servile insurrec- 
tion, famine, and civil war. But, sir, | trustand 
believe that no such calamity will befall the hope- 
fuland prosperous millions ofthe American States; 
and when this crisis shall have passed away, and 
the dark horizon shall be lighted up with the rain- 
| bow of hope, peace, new glories, and a happy fu- 
| ture, the people will decide who were right—those 
who would strike hands with wrong, or those who 
would subdue it, and let universal liberty ** have 
free course and be glorified.’’ Let us Laws lib- 
erty and Union, if we can; but liberty without 
Union rather than Union without liberty. The 
| country will occasionally receive the assaults of 
| traitors, and the shocks of political earthquakes. 
Popular outbreaks will disturb the harmony of 
society, and whirlwinds will plow through party 
organizations as they do through the forests of our 
vast domain, breaking down the old decayed trees 
| and testing the strength of the young and vigorous. 
| But when the storms shall have cleared away, we 
shall find, instead of destroying the temple of civil 
liberty, they will have proved how strong is its 
framework, and how broad and firmly laid is its 
foundation, and that these disturbing elements 
were as necessary for the purification of parties 
and society, and,as essential for the healthful 
growth of our new system, as the agitation of the 
atmosphere is for the health and life of man. 
Mr. BURNHAM. Mr. Speaker, | had not 
| intended, until within a few days, to mingle in 
this debate; but to content myself with giving a 
| silent vote on the various propositions which have 
been, or may be, submitted for our consideration 
But, sir,so many and various are the propositions, 
| and so intently are the whole people watching our 
| proceedings, that I am not quite willing to pass 
| along without indicating more fully than I can do 
| by my simple vote the views that | entertain in 
| regard tothem. And I do this, sir, not with the 
expectation of influencing the House in its action 
| 
| 


upon them, but for the purpose of explaining my 
pontien to those to whom I am directly responsi- 
| ble for my action here, 
I trust, sir, | am fully sensible of the threaten- 
ing dangers which surround us, and of the ex- 
| treme peril into which our Government }.as fallen. 
| I know that it is especially our duty to watch 
| over the Republic, and to see, if possible, that it 
| takes nothing of detriment. 


] Suddenly, at the close of a presidential election, 


| 


such as has occurred every four years since the 
| formation of the Government, as¥ soon as it is 
| known how that election has resulted, a portion 
| of the people of this Confederacy, against whose 
| wishes and opinions it has been carried, compris- 
ing in one of the States almost its entire voting 


forcible separation of families, and the selling of || population, and in several othersapparenily alarge 
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majority, avow their purpose of not acquiescing | 


in the result; and with mad haste place themselves || 
in open revolt against the Government, threaten- | 


ing its very existence. Armed rebellion rears its 
head, and turns its bristling front against the 
Federal laws. Revolted States defy the Federal 
power, and join their hands to smite the Federal 
Union. Sir, is it not strange, indeed, that there 
can be found, not simply individual instances of 
non-submission to law, which may always be 


looked for, but large portions of the intelligent | 


people of this country, extending indeed to whole 
States and sections, who are willing to overthrow 
the Government rather than yield to the will of 
majoriies—a Government whose very founda- 
tion is the couprueniy of the people—created by 
their own voluntary association; the result of 
their own free choice; containing no powers but 
such as the people freely delegated, and having no 
strength but such as their willing allegiance con- 
fers; which extends its protection over all alike, 


and showers its benefits and its blessings upon || 


every class? We have ever felt a just pride in the 
harmonious working of our elective system; and 
often, after our most exciting contests, have we 


bid the strong Governments of the Old World | 


behold how peaceably and quietly all the people 
acquiesced in the decision of the majority, as ex- 
wressed through the ballot-box. 
is humbled. For the first time since the organi- 
zation of our Government, the will of the major- 
ity, consututionally expressed, is resisted, and 
we awake at jast, as from a dream, to find, it may 
be, that our experiment is a failure. 

I will consider the main causes assigned in jus- 


tification of this rebellion, and the remedies pro- 
posed, 


But our pride | 


Many are the grievances alleged by those who | 


jusufy, and by those who will only apologize for 
it. Some of them are so indefinite, and others so 
frivolous, that | cannot stop now to notice them; 
but will consider only those which, in the esti- 
mation of the committee of thirty-three, are of suf- 
ficient importance to require specific remedies. 
And, first, certain legislative enactments of the free 
States, commonly spoken of in these allegations 
as ** personal liberty bills.’’ It is undoubtedly 
true, sir, that in many, perhaps most, of the free 
States, there are laws upon the statute-books of 
the class named; some of many years’ standing, 
and enacted without reference to more recent 
events, for the prevention of kidnapping. Others, 
of more recent date, to protect the liberties of such 
residents as were more especially exposed by the 
operation of the fugitive slave law. I have not 
examined all these laws. Some of them, of which 
complaint is made, | know are not unconstitu- 
tional. Ifany of them are, they ought, undoubt- 
edly, to be repealed or modified; as ought alllaws 
in all States that are in conflict, either in letter or 
spirit, directly or indirectly, with the Constitution 
of the United States, or any law of Congress made 
in pursuance thereof. And this, got on the ground 
and for the reason that Congress has modified or 
will modify the more obnoxious provisions of an 
obnoxious law, on accountof which some of them 
may have been enacted, but simply because the 
legislation of a State should never be in conflict 
with the Constitution and laws of Congress. 
And | have no doubt, sir, that the Legislature 
of those States which may have this class of laws 
upon their statute-books, will, for the purpose of 
satisfying their brethren of the South of their dis- 
position to deal justly with them, and for the pur- 
pose of being clearly in the right before they enter 
upon this great conflict which may be approach- 
ing, revise their legislation in this respect; and if 
they find it thus conflicting with the Constitution 
or laws, will modify or repeal it. And though I 
do not recognize it as strictly within the province 
of Congress to make requests of the State Legis- 
latures in regard to what shall be their legislation 
in @ matter of this kind,and though I do not like 
the phraseology of the first resolution, and would 
prefer that it be left out altogether, yet, as they 
are respectful in terms, I shall cheerfully vote for 
them. So have I once voted during-this session 
on the resolution of the member from New Jer- 
sey, {Mr, Aprain,] and so | am ready to vote 
again. Let me not, however, be misunderstood. 
I recommend that all laws which are in conflict 








|| they are unconstitutional, and that they were in- 
|| tended to obstruct the operation of the fugitive 
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| all the States, of all their constitutional obligations to each 











States traveling or sojourning therein, against popular vio- 
; lenee or iegal summary punishment, without trial in due 


with the Constitution, or any law of Congress, be i 


repealed or modified. But I, at the same time, 


. : | whatever in such State to recognize or set on foot the law- 
declare that if, upon examination, they be found || Jess invasion of any other State or ‘Territory.” 








not thus in conflict, and only such as are neces- ] 


sary to protect the liberty of the humblest citizen, 


in my judgment they ought never to be repealed, |; 
| come what may. 


But, sir, admitting that such laws exist, that 


slave law, can their existence, to any extent, be 
regarded as justifying this rebellion? It will not 
be denied that revolution is the ultimate right of 
every people, when the oppression of their Gov- | 
ernment shall become too intolerable to be borne; | 
never to be resorted to, however, till every peace- 
able remedy has beenexhausted. As, to this ex- 
tent, it is better to 
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** bear the ills we have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of.” 

What, then, has been the practical effect of these | 
laws, and what practical injury has resulted from | 
them to our southern brethren? The President 
telis you, in his annual message, that in every in- 
stance during his Administration the fugitive slave 
law has been fully executed; and so we believe 
has it always been when attempted. Never, then, 
has it been obstructed by these enactments, what- 
ever may be their character, whatever their de- 
sign. No slaveowner has ever been deprived of | 
his property by means of them. But again: If | 
they be unconstitutional, or if they conflict with 
any law of Congress passed in pursuance of the 
the Constitution, they are void; and would be de- 
clared so by all proper judicial tribunals, when 
properly brought before them; inasmuch as the 
Constitution and the laws made in pursuance 
thereof are the supreme law of the land. 

If, then, the existence of any such laws isa 
grievance, has this easy, peaceable, and onstitu- 
tional remedy been resorted to? And car a resort | 
to the ultimate right of revolution be justified? | 
Can there even be an apology for it till this has 
been done? 

Again, sir: though there may be such laws upon 
the statute-book; though they may be unconsti- 
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| tutional; though they may be in conflict with the | 


said law of Congress; though they do impede and | 
obstruct its opemnens still they do not practically 

f States who have instigated and led 
off in this rebellion. The border States are those 
who have most reason, and whg only have reason 
to complain of them, if they are really what they 
are alleged to be. But they have not complained, 
and would not on this account have piunged into 


| this wicked rebellion; or atleast until they had ex- | 


hausted all peaceable remedies; and will not now, 
unless whirled on by the tide that follows the mad 
precipitancy of South Carolina. But, sir, I repeat, 
whether a just cause or not, let the legislation be 
revised, and, if wrong, let it be made right. 
Next follow,in the committee’s report, a series 
of declaratory resolutions, embracing many mat- 
ters of complaint, and many matters of dispute 
between the two sections, to every one of which 
I give my hearty assent. They are as follows: 


* Resolved, That we recognize slavery as now existing 
in fifteen of the United States by the usages and laws of 
those States ; and we recognize no authority, legally or oth- 
erwise, outside of a State where it so exists, to interfere 
with slaves or slavery in such States, in disregard of the 
rights of their owners or the peace of society. 

** Resolved, That we recognize the justice and propriety 
of a faithful execution of the Constitution and laws made 
in pursuance thereof, on the subject of fugitive slaves, or 
fugitives from service or labor, and discountenance all mobs 
or hindrances to the execution of such laws, and that citi- 
zens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges and 
immunities of citizens in the several States. 

* Resolved, That we recognize no such conflicting ele- 
ments in its composition, or sufficient cause from any source, 
for a dissolution of this Government; that we were not sent 
here to destroy, but to sustain and harmonize the institu- 
tions of the country, and to see that equal justice is done to 
all parts of the same ; and finally, to perpetuate its existence 
on terms of equality and justice to all the States. 

‘* Resolved, That the faithful observance, on the part of 


ee 





other and to the Federal Government, is essential to the 
peace of the country. 

“* Resolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to enforce the Federal laws, protect the Federal prop- 
erty, and preserve the Union of these States. 

“ Resolved, That each State be requested to revise its 
statiites, and, if necessary, so to amend the same as to se- 
cure, without legislation by Congress, to citizens of other 
States traveling therein, the same protection as citizens of 
such State enjoy ; and also to protect the citizens of other 


form of law, for imputed crimes. 
‘* Resolved, That each State be also respectfully requested 
to enact such laws as will prevent and punish any attempt 
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The first resolution, in my judgment, declares 
the true doctrine of the Constitution. The idea 
of property in man is carefully excluded from that 
instrument. It nowhere recogrizes the rightful- 
ness of slavery. It affords it no guarantees. It 
found slavery existing in many of the States by 
their local customs and laws. It simply recog- 
nized its existence there, and let it alone; each 
State, of course, having the right to regulate it in 
its own way, but having no right to extend those 
customs and laws beyond their own State limits 
and impose them upon others. And it is equally 
clear, that no authority whatever exists outside 
of said States to interfere with it in the least. 
And this obligation of non-interference should be 
strictly observed by the Federal Government and 
by all the citizens. And although there is little 
or no evidence of any attempt ever having been 
made in any free State to set on foot any lawless 
invasion of any slaveholding State, yet as there is 
apprehension felt on this subject, in consequence 
of the recent unlawful proceedings of John Brown 
and his associates in the State of Virginia, and as 
there is the highest evidence of lawless invasions 
having been set on foot in one of the border States 
to violate the laws, and to trample upon the rights 
of the people ofan adjacent Territory, I most cor- 
dially unite in requesting the States to enact such 
laws as shall effectually prevent any such wrong 
in the future. 

In every free Government it is necessary to its 
success that there should bé voluntary and strict 
obedience to law. And the people of every State 
should see fo it that all laws made in pursuance 
of the Constitution be fully executed, and should 
punish with promptitude every attempt to pre- 
vent it. And it should be remembered that it is 
not for one section only to regard its constitu- 
tional obligations, while another may entirely dis- 
regard them. And if it be claimed on one part, 
that the Constitution, and all laws made in pur- 
suance thereof, shall be strictly observed tench ling 
the rendition of their human chattels, how much 
more ought they freely to yield a strict observ- 
ance of their own constitutional obligations to af- 
ford the same protection to citizens of free States 
temporarily within their limits, as they afford to 
citizens of their own State? Sir, I do not wish 
to enter upon a course of crimination; but it ought 
to be said, that while our southern brethren com- 
plain of us so persistently, because, as they say, 
we fail to observe in good faith our constitutional 
obligations in this one respect, they seem entirely 
to forget that we have any cause qf complaint 
against them. They know full well that any of 
their people can travel or sojourn with entire safety 
in our midst, no matter what may be their opin- 
ions, and that they will meet with no indignities 
anywhere. They know that our courts are freely 
opened to them fora redress of all grievances, 
and that they are as sure of justice therein as are 
our own citizens. They know that their most 
extreme men can enter with freedom our forums, 
and in entire security command respectful atten- 
tion to their advocacy of the most extreme opin- 
ions. And we know, sir, that our peaceable and 
unoffending citizens, while traveling or 7 
in their midst, not interfering in the least wit 
their peculiar institutions, and conducting in no 
offensive manner, but simply for ae 
opinions obnoxious to them, or being suspecte 
of entertaining them, have been subjected to in- 
dignities and insuits that would have disgraced an 
age of barbarism—ay, and in many instances 
subjected to an ignominious death by cruel lynch 
law, and no steps have been taken to punish these 
outrages by the constituted authorities. We know, 
too, that to us there is no freedom of speech among 
them, and that we would be mobbed for speaking 
the sentimentsof Washington andJ efferson . And, 
sir, itis even said tauntingly of our President elect, 
that he dare not goand advocate his principles in 
the State where rest the bones of his kindred. We 
know that, in some of the States, the freedom of 
election is even denied to such of their own citi- 
zens as would sustain Republican principles, and 
that they are ignominiously driven beyond their 
borders. We know that, in some of these States, 
papers and magazines that proclaim the great doc- 
trines of our fathers are not permitted to be dis- 
tributed from our Government post offices. Sir, for 
years and years we have suffered these wrongs,and 
many others of like character; but we have not, 
on that account, thought best to destroy the Gov- 
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ernment, though often beaten in elections, We | 
have borne this till almost, by custom, it seems | 
to be our duty to suffer, and listen only to com- | 
plaints from others. Is not the right of protection | 
to the personas high arightas protection to prop- 
erty? Shall this Government be destroyed be- 
cause citizens of slave States are sometimes wrong- 
fully deprived of their property by citizens of free 
States; and shall no complaint be heard when to 
us the freedom of the courtsgthe freedom of the 
elective franchise, the freedom of the press, the 
freedom of speech, and the freedom of conscience, 
are all stricken down, and when our own unof- 
fending citizens, of both sexes and of all ages, 
are insulted, tarred and feathered, imprisoned, 
robbed, scourged, and in many instances mur- 
dered, by lawless and irresponsible mobs? But, 
sir, | will not pursue this further. I say, sir, with 
the committee, let there be a faithful observance 
on the part of all the States, and of ail the citi- 
zens thereof, of all their constitutional obligations 
to each other and to the Federal Government; and 
let such necessary laws be enacted as will carry 
out that provision of the Constitution which de- 
clares that the citizens of each State spall be en- 
titled to all the privileges and immunities of citi- | 
zens in the several States; and much will have 
been done towards restoring peace and harmony 
to our distracted country. 

“ Resolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to enforce the Federal laws, protect the Federal prop- 
erty, and preserve the Union of these States.”’ 

Sir, does this resolution of the ¢ommittee con- 
tain any startling proposition? Yet the support 
of any measure that looks to the enforcement of 
your laws against those who have violated and 
who defy them; or to the protection of our Fed- 
eral eee eee those rebel bands that would 
seize it, is denounced as a wanton act of war; as 
high-handed oppression. A State revolts and de- 
fies your power; seizes yourarsenals, navy-yards, 
and forts; pulls down your flag, and turns your 
own guns upon your own vessel, conveying your 
own soldiers to reinforce your own fortress, and 
over whose deck wave the stags F stripes; her 
colors are lowered, and the vessel retires: ay, 
sir, that flag, which has proudly waved over so 
many victorious battle-fields; that flag under 
which your brave seamen fought on Erie and 
Chadielain, and which, wherever it has floated 
at mast-head, as your commerce has pushed itself 
into every sea, and into the remote corners of the 
ocean, has commanded respect; that flag which, 
in the presence of the haughty power of Austria, 
could, in the name of the American Government, 
demand and secure protection toa humble Amer- 
ican citizen, dare not throw its folds to the breeze 
in the presence of the palmetto and the rattle- 
snake. Secret bands are arming all around this 
national city, threatening to seize the very Capi- 
tol in which we deliberate, and we may take no 
steps to defend it. Sir, I am for the resolution 

I will now consider the resolution of the com- 
mittee which proposes an amendment of the Con- 
stitution providing that no amendment shall here- 
after be made authorizing any interference with 
slavery in the States, unless it shall originate in 
a slave State, and have the assent of every State 
in the Union. I regret very much that the com- 
mittee felt it to be their duty to recommend this 
resolution; beeause, from the very fact of its being 
rejected, if such shall be its fate, I fear it will be 
inferred that we design, at some time in the future, | 
to effect the very amendment which this would 
provide against; whereas no such expectation or 
wish exists in any qiMrter. No one claims that 
the Constitution, as it now is, gives any right to 
Congress, or to anybody outside, to interfere with 
slavery in the States; and no one, it seems, appre- 
hends that any such attempt will be made by 
Congress. Butit is said to be apprehended thatin 
the future, when the preponderance of free States 
over the slave States shall be great enough, the 
Constitution will be so amended as to give Con- 
ore that power. Sir, if ] had had any doubts 

efore on this subject, the argument of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee, on bring- 





have entirely dissipated them; for I think it shows 
most clearly that anysuch apprehension isentirely 
unfounded; that no‘such preponderance can be 
foreseen, and needs not be provided against. Let 
me repeat his calculation: There are fifteen slave 
States. No amendment can be proposed except 


| 
ing his report to the attention of the House, would | 


| this apprehended danger altogether too remote, | 





by the vote of two thirds of both Houses of Con- 
gress; or Congress, upon request of the Legis- 
latures of two thirds of the States, may call a con- 
vention to propose amendments. 
to propose amendments—supposing the fifteen 
slave States to be against any proposition of this 
kind, and the free States all for 1t—would require 
thirty free States. We have now nineteen, it re- 


quiring eleven more even to propose an amend- | 


ment. But before any amendment can be valid 
as a part of the Constitution, it must be approved 
by three fourths of the States, either through their 
Legislatures or conventions; therefore, upon the 
same supposition, it would require forty-five free 
States—twenty-six more than we now have. 
Where are we to get them? Certainly not from 
any territory we now have, and as certainly not 
from any we are likely to acquire. Is not, then, 


and altogether too improbable, to be reasonable 
cause for alarm to ourslaveholding brethren? And 
is not this alleged, apprehension altogether too 
frivolous to be regarded at all; and much more to 


require an amendment of the Constitution in the || 


manner proposed ? 


But you say you have no fears of this your- | 


selves—that you have no idea,the Republican 
party proposes or will attempt now, or in the fu- 


ture, to interfere with slavery in the States, but | 


%hat you cannot make your people understand it. 
Why not? Cannot your people understand so 
simple a calculation as that just stated? Have 
_ not yourselves created this fear and appre- 
nension in their minds as to the designs of your 


political opponents? And if youare now satisfied | 


that you have misrepresented us,can you not tell 
them so, and that they are in no such danger from 
us? And will they not believe you as readily as 
before? I think you had better try the experi- 
ment, at least, betore you demand of us to alter 
this old Constitution in order to relieve you. I 


cannot consent, sir, to meddle with this sacred | 


instrument in a case where there is confessedly 
no practical necessity for it, but only to quiet a 
groundless apprehension existing with a portion 
of the people. Let the danger, if it shall ever 


arise,approach nearer before you ask it. And let | 


those whose duty it shall then be to decide it, act 
in the nearer view,and in that day’s accumulated 
light. 

l approach now, sir, that subject embraced in 
the report, which | regard as more important than 
any other—perhaps more than all others, and 
more difficult of adjustment—the disposition ot 
the Territories as to this question of slavery. 

And I will leave fora moment the propositions 


| of the committee, and consider in this connection 


| with the original States, with or without slavery, as the | 
| constitution of such new State may provide.” 





another proposition, on which we will be called | 


to act. 1 mean the Crittenden amendment. 
as follows: 

“Arr. 1. [n all the territory of the United States now held 
or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30’, sla- 
very or involuntary seryjtude, except as a punishment for 


It is 


crime, is prohibited, while such territory shall remain under | 


territorial government. In all the territory south of said 
line of Jatitude, slavery of the African race is hereby recog- 
nized as existing, and shall not be interfered with by Con- 
gress; but shall be protected as property by all the depart- 
ments of the territorial government during its continuance 5 


| and when any Territory, north or south of said line, within 


such boundaries as Congress may prescribe, shall contain 


the population requisite for a member of Congress, accord- 


ing to the then Federal ratio of representation of the people 


| of the United States, it shall, if its form of government be 


republican, be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 


I have read, sir, only the 
to this particular subject. 
which | may speak, if time permits. It will be 
seen that it proposes to amend the Constitution so 
as to prohibit slavery north of the line 36° 30’, 
known as the Missouri compromise line. And 
in this partit is in the same terms as the Missouri 


a pea And as to all the territory we now 
10ld, or ma 


roposition relating 


| which will include all we may hereafter acquire || 
| from Mexico, Central America, Cuba, in South 


America, or wherever we may extend our bound- 


aries, the Cénstitution is to recognize slavery as | 


existing, to prohibit Congress from interfering 
with it atall,and tocommand the territorial gov- 


| ernments, in all their departments, to protect it as 


property during their continuance. 


Sir, we once had a compromise line, the same || 
paraliel you now propose. It stood asa measure 


of peace for thirty years, and would have re- 


ewe 


So that, even || 


here are others of | 


hereafter acquire, south of thatline, | 
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| mained as such to this day had it been left undis- 
}, turbed. It was approved by the wise men of that 
| day—wiser and greater men than we have now. 
All the territory north of the line was given to 
freedom, to be hers forever. Those who were 
anxious to promote the extension of free institu- 
tions stood by that compromise in good faith. But 
\| when slavery had gathered to itself all south of 
the line, it reached forth to grasp that which was 
| north. The idea of a geographical line between 
|| freedom and slavery was ridiculed, and the pro- 
|| hibition was denounced as unconstitutional and 
| unjust tothe South. And in the midst of intense 
|| excitement they procured its repeal. But this was 
not enough. To guard against any future restora- 
tion of the line, they procured a decision of the high- 


est judicial tribunal in the land, in direct conflict 
with the whole tenor of decisions in all the courts, 
and with the opinions of the wisest statesmen 
from the foundation of the Government, confirm- 
ing their action, and declaring such prohibition to 
be unconstitutional and void. And now, having 
| lost the prize at which they grasped; having lost 
rather than gained by their bad faith; seeing that 
the new policy did not work to their advantage, 
and wishing now to gain some new concessions 
| and guarantees as to territory south of this line, 
| by seeming to grant something to freedom north, 
in prohibiting slavery in territory which is now 
free, and which will always remain free, as well 
without the prohibition as with; and finding now 
this Supreme Court decision an obstacle in the 
way of this nice arrangement, they propose to 
relieve themselves from the difficulty in which this 
decision has brought them by an amendment of 
the Constitution. Sir, 1 will none of it. 1 wiil 
not touch that instrument for any such purpose. 
If they wish to have this legislation, which so 
short a time since they did not want, let them go 
and procure a reversal of that decision,as I have 
no doubt they canif they wish it. Expunge that 
bad page in our judicial records, and let the Con- 
stitution stand as our fathers made it, with the 
interpretation that our fathers put upon it. 

3utagain: tosecure all you really wish to secure 
by this legislation, you f not need this amend- 
ment. What you really wish is to secure slavery 
south of that line; you need no constitutional 
amendment for that, for you say the Constitution 
already recognizes slavery as existing in the Ter- 
ritories; and you say the Supreme Court has so 
decided, and that it has also said Congress cannot 
interfere with it. And the only remaining thing 
you want is a congressional code protecting sla- 
|| very in the Territories. You need no constitu- 
| tional amendment, therefore, to accomplish this. 
; The court has not decided that Congress has no 
power to give you a slave code. All you want of 
the amendment is to get around your Dred Scott 
decision, so you may extend to us the great priv- 
|| ilege of having slavery prohibited in the Terri- 
|| tories north of 36° 30’. We know, and you know, 
that all the territory north of said line is free now, 
and that it will always remain so. You know 
| that by the admission of Kansas as a free State, 
| and with the tide of emigration pouring into Pike’s 
'| Peak, and with free California on the west, your 
| last hope of fastening slavery upon any of that 
| territory is gone. And if you did not know this, 
| you would not propose this amendment. How 
idle, then, to amend the Constitution for this pur- 
| 
i} 
| 
|| 
| 








pose! We do not ask it. We know that free in- 

stitutions gain nothing by it. If, then, you are 

to have this guarantee and protection to slavery 

south, let it be without any amendment of the 

Constitution, granting to us a seeming equivalent, 
| which amounts to nothing. 1 would sooner vote 
| you a congressional slave code than vote for this 
‘(}amendment. What you propose in this amend- 
'| ment as to territory ed of 36° 30’ is, in sub- 
|| stance, identical with the Breckinridge a 
|| It recognizes slavery as existing, prohibits Con- 
|| gress from interfering with it, and commands the 
|| territorial government to protect it, whether the 
|| people of the Territory desire it or not. The Breck- 
|| inridge platformasked nothing more. And against 
|| this policy the verdict of the people in the recent 
|| election, especially in free States, was nearly 
|| unanimous. Not only the supporters of Mr. Lin- 
| coln, but also the supporters of Mr. Douglas, 
] were fully committed against it. How, then, can 
|| you expect the representatives of the free States 
i 


| 
| to yield it? 
Why, sit, for years the people of the free States 


Al ae 
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have been struggling to restore the early policy of 
the Government, prohibiting the introduction of 
slavery into the ‘Tervitories; and, afier many de- 
feats, they have at last triumphed at the polls. 
And now, in the very hour of their victory, it is 
demanded that their colors shall be hauled down, 
their flag surrendered; and they are not only re- 
quired to give up their policy of prohibition, but 
to grant a constitutional recognition and protec- 
uuon to slavery in all our present Territories, and 
in all we may acquire hereafter. The terms of 
peace are,an unconditional surrender; that we 
shall pass directly from the position we have so 
long oceupied on to the platforin of the secession- 
ists. We may not even halt at the quarters of the 
popular sovereigns, they being expected to join us 
as we pass in the uekeniaiadon. And what is 
to be conceded to us for this great humiliation? 
A prohibition of slavery where it isalready shut 
out forever. And this is called compromise ! 

Theadvocatesof popular sovereignty triumphed 
over the secessionists at Charleston in April, and 
at Baltimore in June, and both they and we by a 
more decisive victory at the polls in November. 
And now we are ali required to surrender at dis- | 
cretion in Washington. If the secessionists had | 
succeeded at Charleston their policy would have | 
been triumphantin the Democratic party. If they | 
had succeeded in November at the polls, their ook 
icy would sull, have been triumphant with the | 
people; but failing in both, they yet triumph all | 
the same by the surrender of both opposing forces. 
If this can be so, elections amount to little. They 
determine no policy of Government, they only 
change officials. The one million eight hundred 
thousand voters for Lincoln, the one million three 
hundred thousand voters for Douglas, to say noth- 
ing of the six hundred .thousand voters for Bell, 
all are demanded to lay down their arms to the 
eight hundred and fifty thousand voters for Breck- | 
inridge. 

This Crittenden proposition also contains 
amendments to the Constitution prohibiting Con- 
gress from abolishing slavery in the District of | 
Columbia, and the places under its exclusive juris- | 
diction within the slave States, and prohibiting | 
also all interference with transportation of slaves 
from one slave State toanother, On this subject | 
the committee well say, that as there are no prop- | 
vsitions from any quarter to interfere in any of | 
these respects, they do not deem it necessary to | 
take any action on the subject. 

Sir, | can consent to no amendment of the Con- 
stitution affording new and additional guarantees | 
to slavery. 1 would observe faithfully all our ob- | 
ligations under the Censtitution as it is, and carry | 
out all its guarantees to the full extent; but no 
more. Let this old Constitution remain as our 


Under it we have prospered as no nation ever 
prospered before. ede it we have lived in unity 

and peace. We can continue to live on, and to 

prosper in the future as we have in the past, if we 

will but be faithful to our duties and devoted to | 
our Government, No, sir;let us not inthis hour 
of excitement attempt to tamper with it. In this, 
at least, let us have something of permanency— 
something of security. Though our political plat- 
forms may change as often as may suit the pur- 


j 
us from infancy to our present mature strength. | 


poses of aspiring demagogues; though your con- | 


gressional legislation be vacillating, contradictory, | 
and absurd, as the supposed necessities of com- | 


code, and is a slaveholding Territory. Whether, 
if she were to adopt a constitution preparatory to 
admission into the Union during the present year, 
she would make it free or slave, there seems to be 
doubt. But is New Mexico in proper condition 


to be admitted into the Union as an independent | 
| State? It seems to me not. The information we | 
have as to her population is quite limited and un- | 


satisfactory. Exclusive of roving Indians, I sup- 
pose her population falls much short of the num- 
ber requisite to entitle her to admission; and that 


is made up of a few thousand Americans, a few | 
thousand Mexicans, and the balance of mixed | 
bloods and peons. The standard of general intel- 


ligence and education is extremely low, and the 
people ofa character to be easily influericed by de- 


— a State governmentand to conduct its affairs. 
_ ls it expedient to admit sach elements into our 
| Confederacy of independent States? She does not 
ask to be admitted; and would undoubtedly be 
better in a territorial conditions where she will be 


New Mexico remains in a territorial condition, 


admit her as an independent State, according to 





eignty and join a southern confederacy, or rean- 
nex herself to Mexico; for it seems to be conceded 
that the Federal Government may control, even 
| 


position of a State, it may then go where it pleases 


and when it pleases. To-day, asa Territory, we | 


| may control her; to-morrow, as a State, we may 
lose her. I suppose that if the proposition to ad- 
| mit New Mexico had been made at the last ses- 


|| ston of Congress, not one voice would have been 
given in its favor. Why, then, now? Simply be- | 


cause we do not know how, or cannot agree how, 
to manage her out. Iam not willing to crowd 


|| her into the Union in this way; and for such rea- 


sons | am not willing to use these Territories os 
mere shuttlecocks, to be thrown about as instru- 
ments of compromise. Let us not confess our 
weakness by hurrying Territories in as States be- 
fore they are fit to come in, simply because we 
cannot agree how to dispose of them while out. 
But, sir, notwithstanding all these objections, this 
roposition is to me the least objectionable of all. 
| easing the inducement would be very strong to 
admit New Mexico as a State if it would be ac- 
cepted as a settlement of this territorial question. 
But as this proposition is rejected by all whom it 


be laid aside. After all, what does all thisclamor 


|! | about inequality in the Territories mean? Have 
fathers made it. It is sufficient. It has brought || 


you not equal rights in them now? If not, where 
is the inequality? Do you wish to go into Ne- 
braska wah your slaves? Do you wish to go into 
Washington Territory, into Utah, into Colorado, 
or Pike’s Peak? Go on then, by all means. What 
hinders? Youdo not claim that the Constitution 
hinders you. You do not.need it to be amended, 
then, for that. There is no law of Congress pre- 
venting you, and no one proposes any such. The 
Supreme Court says you may go. What more, 
then,do you want? But you will confess that you 
do not desire, that you do not expect to go there. 
Then you will not quarrel about any of them. 
Do you wish, then, to go into New Mexico? I 
say, again, goon. What hinders? There is no 





promise may require, let the Constitution remain. | 
Let its grand proporuons rise above the troubled | 
waters, unmoved and unharmed by the angry | 
waves that dash against it. Sir, if this people be | 
not struck with judicial blindness, they will now, 
in this day of peril, cling to this Constitution as | 
the wrecked mariner clings to the last plank when 
— and the tempest gather around him. | 
return to the report of the committee. Asa 

solution of this territorial question, they propose 
to admit New Mexico as a State into the Union, 
as soon as she shall form a constitution prepara- 
tory thereto; thus, as they say, removing all cause 
of difficulty as to the disposition of the Territories; 
as this includes all territory south of 36° 30’, and 
all in regard to which there is any doubt as to | 
slavery, it being well understood that as to all | 
north of this, the question is practically settled; 
no one having any doubts or anxiety in regard 
to it. 

New Mexico has now a few slaves and a slave 


and if there ever should be, which is not proba- 
ble, you know the court would declare it void, 
and you have there a slave code to protect your 
slave property. This Territory has been’open 
to rae without any obstruction for eleven years, 
an 


being mostly servants of Government officers. 
ask once more, what are your quarrelings about? 
Is it about your rights in Territories we do not 
yet own, and may never own? And are you about 
to destroy this Government for such a cause? Sir, 
we need no compromise. We have nothing reall 
to settle. If we will be but reasonable and practi- 
cal, we can come to pence at once, 

But what shall be done with the Territories as 
to this question of slavery? L answer: leave them 
where the legislation of 1850 left them. Kansas 
being now admitted a free State into the Union, 
and Free institutions having regained thereby all 


that they lost by the repeal of the Missouri re- 
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signing men. She would scarcely be able to sup- 


| entitled to the support and fostering care of the | 
General Government. And is it not best for us | 
that she should thus remain for a time longer? If | 


she will remain g part of our dominion. If we | 


modern theories she may assert her own sover- | 


| coerce,a Territory; but if we dignify one into the | 


is necessary to conciliate, it might perhaps as well | 


law of Congress to prevent you from going there; | 
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striction, the question as to all the Territories 
| north of New Mexico being practically settled 
and that being only in dispute, we may well leave 
it where the compromise measures of 1850 left it 
| have thus briefly dwelt on all the propositions 
reported by the committee of which I care to speak 
as well as those suggested by the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky. . 

There are various other propositions suggested, 
somewhat different@n form, but substartally the 
same. I cannot perceive any real necessity for 
them, nor any occasion for this great excitement 
on the part of our southern brethren. These nu- 
merous schemes of compromise only increase the 
difficulty and complicate the entanglement. Our 
Government will go on smoothly enough, if we 
will only pertnit it, and if we will stand by it as 
patriots ought todo. The will of the people has 
just been expressed through the ballot-box, and 
all good men will acquiesce in their decision. It 
is not the time now to compromise; it would 
weaken and demoralize the Governastnt. The 
incoming Administration should enter upon its 
duties without being subjected to any other con- 
ditions or germs than what the Constitution im- 
poses upon all. If a portion of the people, in 
armed rebellion, can impose any other terms, 
your Government isa delusion, and your elective 
franchiseasham. In maintaining the supremacy 
of ae within constitutional limits, all are 
equally interested. It is for no political party; 
but for the security of all. To-day the majority 
is with us; four years hence it may be against us, 
With whomsoever it is, it must be sustained, or 
anarchy prevails. Let those, then, who love our 
Government and our Union, and would preserve 
them both, stand by and support them without 
condition or qualification. 

Mr. Speaker, | would not shut my eyes to the 
dangers that surround us. We are in the midst 
of great peril. Our gystem of Government is in 
severe trial. It is passing a decisive crisis; on! 
a firm hand and steady nerve can earry it through 
in safety. No compromising policy can save it. 
Its moral power nfust be maintained. The will 
of the people must be obeyed. 


Can it be, sir, that a civil war shall break out 
between the tw» sections of this Confederacy, be- 
cause of our differences as to the rights of slavery 
in the Territories? One seeking to extend it into 
free territory, and demanding congressional pro- 
tection thereto, and the other resisting this de- 
mand, how would the parties stand before the 
world in such acontest? Let the great statesman 
of Kentucky answer. Ina speech made in the 
Senate in 1850, on the compromise resolutions 
introduced by him, he said: 


“But it, unhappily, we should be involved in war, in 
civil war, between the two parts of this Coutederacy, in 
which the effort on the one side should be to restrain the 
introduction of slavery into the new Territories, and upon 
the other side vo force its introduction there, what a spec- 
tacle should we present to the astonishment of mankind, in 
an effort, not to propagate rights, but—! mu t say it, though 
I trust it will be understood to*be said with no design to 
excite feeling—a war to propagate wrongs in the Territo- 
ries thus acquired from Mexico; It would bea warin which 
we should have no sympathies, no good wishes ; in which 
all mankind would be against us; in which our own his- 
tory, itself, would be against us; for, from the commence- 
ment of the Revolution down to the present time, we have 
constantly reproached our British ancestors for the intro- 
duction of slavery ino this country.” 











Mr. Speaker, what a spectacle do we present to 
the world! How humiliating and discouraging 
our presentcondition! Everywhere else the march 
is onward; and while the whole firmament is illu- 
mined with the gathering ra$s of a higher and an 
advancing civilization springing up from all na- 
tions, here, where they should center in their 
intensest brilliancy, the light fades, the clouds 


ear, through the benign decree of the Russian 
Emperor, millions of his people cast off their cen- 
tury-worn garments of servitude, and clothed 
themselves in the habiliments of freemen. And, 
too, the haughty Government of Austria, in its 
age and decrepitude, yields something of its pre- 
rogatives to the spirit of the age; whi'e in Italy, 
that land of glorious memories, the people, emerg- 
ing from their long night of despotism, roll from 
their bowed shoulders the burden of centuries, and 
assume their true position among the peoples of 
the earth. While in other lands wise men, states- 
men,and heroes, are lending their energies, devot- 
ing their lives; and freely baring their bosoms © 


| 
you have got one dozen slaves there, these || gather. Ay, at the commencement of this very 


186 





——— 


the st 
tution 
inalie 
locke 
madl 
Sir 
futur 
what 
to us 
lifiin 
fathe 
there 
one § 
dow! 
bya 
that) 
beca 
new 
man 
M 
this¢ 
Con 
byt 
ernn 
conf 
have 
the ¢ 
hop 
esta 
isha 
solu 
Stat 
ality 
con. 
my 
story 
the: 
int 
enti 
wh 
wh 
visi 
the 
Ol 
fan 
fiec 
for 
rey 
“ec f 
for 


te 


mn unm 2 enaennm aon 2 








1861. 








en iy 
the storm of battle, to secure to the people insti- |) 


tutions somewhat more fully recognizing their || 
inalienable rights, here traitorous arms are fast | 
locked around the pillars of this fairest temple, 
madly bent on its overthrow. 

Sir, | know not what the teeming womb of the | 
future may have in store for us. I “know not 
what dire calamities may be about to be revealed 
to us from the thick cloud beyond the vail thatis 
lifiing. But if it be so that this great work of our 
fathers is to be destroyed, and the destruction 
thereof is to be so great that there shall not be left 
one stone upon another that shall not be thrown 
down, let it be recorded, so that it may be read 
by all the generations of the coming centuries, | 
that this great calamity has been brought upon us 
because our free people would nut consent to grant 
new constitutional guarantees to a system of hu- 
man bondage. 

Mr. WALDRON. Mr. Speaker, the topics of 
thisdiscussionare novel and strange toan American 
Congress. They aresuch as were never dreamed of 
by the patriots and statesmen who framed our Gov- 
ernment, Theyare such as their children, in the 
confidence which long years of peaceful security 
have imparted, believed to be impossible. But 
the delusions of the past—I might almost add, the 
hopes of the future—vanish into thinair. A Union 
established by sacrifices and hallowed by imper- 
ishable memories, trembles in the agonies of dis- 
solution. The spectacle of to-day is one of disloyal 
States, of revolted people, of a divided nation- 
ality. You may call this secession. I call it 
conspiracy ripened into revolution. But it is not 
my purpose to quarrel about terms; nor will lL 
stop to refer to the causes which have brought 
these evils upon us. I have not risen to indulge 
in the language of crimination or complaint. Itis 
entirely foreign to my present purpose to inquire 
which political party is responsible for the perils 
which surround us. The people have already 
visited the sins of our political opponents upon 
their heads, and with their verdict I am content. | 
Other matters press upon our attention. The fair || 
fame of our Government is tarnished, its flag de- 
fied, its property despoiled, its reputation among 
foreign nations dishonored, and the enemies of 
republican progress exult in the declaration that 
‘* free institutions are a failure.’’ 1 turn, there- 
fore, from the responsibilities of the past to the || 

uestion of the present, and the responsibilities of 
the future. The question of the day is: Have we 
a Government al all? 

Minor issues of compromise and adjustment 
must give way to, and be swallowed up by, this 
most momentous of all questions. When | am 
appealed to in behalf of compromises and conces- 
sions, I mustfirstinquire, whatshall l save? What 
do | get as an equivalent for concession? Is the || 
Union, which Lam called upon to preserve by com- || 
promise, able to outlive the demoralizing humilia- 
tion of the sacrifices which are made in its behalf? || 
And here I take occasion to say, that I will go as | 
far as any man in the line of toleration and con- | 
ciliation, where no surrender of a vital principle 
is involved. If pride of opinion is in the way, | 
sacrifice it. If the prejudices of the past or the 
passions of the present are obstacles, | forget 
them. It shall never be said of me that, in this 











hour, my action was controlled by dictates of pas- 
sion or considerations of partisan advantage; but 
there is one thing to be settled, here and now, in 
advance of any efforts to reconcile and compro- 
mise. If this Government is a mere partner- | 
ship, with no power for its own preservation, and 
subject to dissolution at the caprice of any of its | 
members, then it is utterly useless to patch it up | 
by compromises. If it is so helpless that the first | 
touch of the traitor destroys it, then it is good for 
nothing after it is *‘ saved;”’ and time spent in the | 
endeavor to “‘save it’’ is worse than thrown | 
away. For one, I have no compromise to offer 
in behalf of a Union which is so feeble as to ex- 
cite only contempt, and which exists at the suf- | 
ferance of men who assert the power to blast its | 
interests at the very moment 3 they cease to | 
control its destinies. Much as wé may detest the 
treason of the cotton States, still we cannot but | 
contrast their energy and zeal in destroying a 
Union, with the imbecility and helplessness of the | 
authorities which were sworn to preserve it. 
Thereis, then, this objection to all these proposi- |. 
tions for compromise, that the Union you propose |, 
to preserve or restore is rendered perfectly worth- l 
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| policy of his administration. 


less by the concessions you make in the effort to 
preserve it. You incerporate into its system a 
poison which not only mars its beauty, but de- 
stroys its vitality for good. The very principle 


| on which this policy of compromise rests is, that 


the will of a majori‘y, constitutionally expressed, 
shall be nullified at the pleasure of a dissatisfied 


| minority; and to that 1 I never will con- 
| sent. 
| under the forms of law, for the nineteenth time, 


The freemen of the United States have, 


elected a President; and it is useless to disguise 


| the fact that his authority is denied in advance, 


unless the defeated party is allowed to dictate the 
The verdict that 
was involved in his election is to be ignored as 
the price of acquiescence on the part of the van- 
quished. In the last canvass, a portion of our 
fellow-citizens demanded, at the hand of the Fed- 


GLOBE. — 


eral Government, protection for slavery in the | 


Territories of the Republic; and the demand was 
resisted, even to the Jamun of the Democratic 
party—a party which never before hesitated when 
demands were made upon it in behalf of the slave 
power. That demand was so objectionable that 
the larger fraction of the party threw away its 
votes ouacandidate who had nochance forsuccess, 
rather than indorse the doctrines of the supporters 
of Mr. Breckinridge. The issue was fairly can- 
vassed before the people. Three million freemen, 
by voting for Mr. Lincoln or Mr. Douglas, repu- 
diated and discarded the doctrine of congressional 
protection for slave property; eight hundred thou- 
sand who voted for Mr. Breckinridge indorsed 
it; and now the three million are asked by com- 
promise to surrender their convictions and judg- 


ment to the eight hundred thousand. Sir, if this | 
Union can only be preserved by concessions of | 


principle from majorites to minorities, then it is 


a Union not worth preserving. If weare to recog- | 


nize the doctrine that a minority may demand | 


| terms and obtain them, as the condition of their 


loyalty, then, the sooner this Union is dissolved 
the better. If freemen are to make humiliating 
concessions in return for the privilege of enjoying 
what at the ballot-box they have fairly won, then 


| we have a Government better suited for some 


other meridian—a Government too imbecile to 
command respect, and certainly worthy of no 


| sacrifices to preserve. 


It may be answered that we are not asked to 
concede to that extent; that we are notrequired to 


|| surrender any principle as the price for peace; but 


I find that one idea pervades all propositions for 
compromise, and that is the surrender to slavery 
of the territory south of the line of 36930’. It is 
done either directly and openly, in express terms, 


| by constitutional amendment, or itis accomplished 


covertly and indirectly, by the admission of New 
Mexico as a State, 
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/ amendments, or congressional legislation. And 
where loyalty is in the market, I, like the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Conkxiiwe,} do not 
| want the Government to be a bidder. Moreover, 
we, after all, treat with the Gulf States through 
the mediation of the border States. The Legis- 
latures of North Carolina, Virginia, and Ken- 
tucky, declare that they must have new guaran- 
tees for slavery, for the purpose of insuring their 
| own allegiance, and in the hope that a movement 

will be inaugurated which will bring back the 
| seceded States. Moreover, these border States 
announce to us in advance, that no force must be 
used by the General Government to collect its 
revenue, or Maintain its authority in the revolted 
States. When the hour comes in which the 
strength of this Government is to be tried, then 
we are told that the common interests of the slave 
States lead tu a common cause and a common 
destiny. 

| am asked to join in a declaration that the Re- 
publican party meditates no invasion of the rights 
of sovereign States; and that it especially con- 
templates no interference with the relation of mas- 
ter and slave where the relation exists under the 
sanction of State laws. 1 am told that a declara- 
tion of that nature will do much to disabuse the 
public mind in the southern States; and that it 
will be an effective agency in the work of concilia- 
tion. Sir,if animpression of that nature prevails 
in any part of the Republic, it is because men are 
unable or unwilling to examine the creed which 
the Republican party has avowed to the world. 
If any man, to-day, labors under the delusion that 
the Republican party meditates interference with 
slavery in the States, it is because that man has 
believed the slanders of its enemies in preference 
to the statements of its freends; and it best be- 
comes the men who have circulated falsehoods 
for partisan ends now to retract them, if the wel- 
fare of a common country is hazarded by their 
influence. The appeal should be made to our 
political opponents; because, if any misapprehen- 
sion on this subject exists, it is the result of their 
reckless and groundless assertions in the effort to 
manufacture political capital, and they will best 
evince their anxiety for fraternal peace by humil- 


|| lating themselves to the work of retraction and 


confession. I commend that work to them. Let 
them, for once, be patriotic rather than partisan, 
| But, in view of the perils which surround us, 
I shall not stand on any point of punctilio or eu- 
| quette. If it will be any satisfaction to any sec- 
tion that the Republicans of this Congress place 
on record the declaration that slavery in the States 
is under the exclusive control of State sovereign- 
ties, |, for one, am willing to join in it; and it was 


|| in that spirit, Mr. Speaker, that I voted on Mon- 


It implies a recognition and | 


extension of the institution of slavery; it gives it | 


new guarantees und additional strength. Ifit does 


| not do it, then it is useless as a measure of com- || 
| promise; and just so far as it does it, it is a sur- || 


render of a popular judgment, carefully matured | 


and legally rendered. 

There are other objections, in my mind, to a 
compromise. If one 1s desirable, this, at any 
rate, is not the time to think of it. Six States have 
already raised the standard of rebellion; they have 
separated from the brotherhood, so far as any 
acts of their own could effect a separation. They 
moreover declare the separation to be final; they 


have closed the door of reconciliation; they de- | 


clare, alike by word and deed, that they desire 
none. To them the offer of compromise is, on our 
part, an unnecessary humiliation. Even if it were 
not so, the offer to treat with men who have in- 
sulted our flag, and taken possession of our prop- 
erty, would only entail disgrace and shame. A 
change of policy at the behest of armed insur- 
gents would demoralize and weaken any Goyern- 
ment. It would be not only a confession of utter 
weakness, but it would be a premium offered to 


men who wear the livery of treason, and encour- || 


aging others to assume it. ButI am appealed to, 


not in behalf of the seceded States, but in behalf | 


of the border slave States. Sir, there are gallant 


men fighting the battles of the Union there, and I | 


would do much, and yield much, to strengthen 
their hands; but I cannot, after all, conceal from 


|| my eyes the fact that the position of a large ma- 


jority of the people of some border States is one 
of contingent loyalty; they hold their fealty to this 
Union as a thing to be secured by constitutional 


day last for the resolutions offered by the gentle- 
/ man from New York, (Mr. Parmer. } 

But, as the moments are passing away, allow 
me to say to my constituents and associates what 
Pwill not do. No vote of mine shall give any 
additional guarantees to slavery. If guarantees are 
| to be given, I claim them for freedom. The in- 
stitution of slavery has had control of this Gov- 
ernment for a score of years. It has made oom 
department first sectional, then treasonable. It 
has debauched and demoralized political parties, 
and compelled even northern men to abjure and 
deny the faith of their fathers. It denies to-day, 
to northern men, the protection of law. Jt makes 
a compromise in its favor only the oceasion for 

renewed aggression and additional demands. It 
| uses its power to ruin a Government when it can 
no longer rule it. To that slave power I yield 
no additional guarantees. I would disturb none 
| that it now has under the sanction of the Consti- 
| tution; but I add not to the number. For the 
Union of these States I would yield much and 
suffer much. Baptized as it was by the best blood 
of a better day, sanctified by past memories, hal- 
lowed by past associations, and prized for past 
blessings, it has with me priceless value. I glory 
in itas a Union formed “ to establish justice’’ and 
‘* secure the blessings of liberty.’? When it ceases 
to be an instrument to accomplish those ends, 
| then it has lost with me its virtue and its charms; 
itis no longer the Union of my fathers, If its 
existence depends upon supporting, extending, 
and perpetuating slavery, then I yield nothing 
_to prolong its existence. Freedom can survive 


the dissolution of this Union; but the Union can- 
| not survive the principles of freedom. Whatever 


mowmeenntte: +p mene meter 


SS RR cB AIR te i CN a a RNS 








974 





ment of the United States’’ will still exist. 
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the future may have in store for us, * the Govern- || Those soldiers of freedom, twelve years ago las 


the madness of the hou-, stars shoot wildly from || 


the political firmanent, then, in the language of the | 
poet, 





“ we will press 

The golden cluster of our brave old flag 

In closer union; and, if numbering less, 

Brighter shall shine the stars which still remain.”? 


The power of a nation depends not on the ex- | 
tent of its possessions. Breadth of territory may 
oe, and often is, only an element of weakness. 
1] realize that, even after the secession of cotton 
States, there remains a territory abounding in 
every element of strength, and a people homo- 
geneous in character and feeling. With that peo- 
ple the lot of my constituents is cast. To that | 


| 
| 


the citizens of Michigan cling with unswerving || 


Government, founded on law, liberty, and right, |! 
i 
| 


loyalty; to its authority they always have been | 
obedient; to its Constitution they havealways been 

faithful; and they bring to that Government, in | 
the future, as they have in the past, not a condi- | 
tional fealty, contungenton concessions and com- | 
promises; nota conditional loyalty, dependenton | 


portof hearts fervid with disinterested patriotism 
and of hands hardened by honorable toil. The 
cling to the altar of a common Union with patri- | 
oue devotion and unswerving faith. The temple | 
of the Constitution, built by master workmen, is 
their glorious inheritance; and they count that 


tempts to weaken its foundations or disturb its 
pillars. 


Mr. BEALE. Mr. Speaker, the great question 
which has for the last twelve years agitated the 
country is that of hurfian freedom and slavery. | 
ere year, andclection after election, 
inmagnitudeand importance, it hasatlast assumed 
dimensions which cast their shadow far and darkly 
overevery other publicissue. And,sir,inthesame 
ratio with its increase has progressed the intelli- 
gent understanding, by the people of at least one 
section of the country, relative to it. This ques- 
tion so great, I shall not undertake to discuss on 
this occasion. Not only have such discussions 
here, in the Senate, through the press, and before | 
the people, been too full to render such a course | 





any question, no time for theories or for policies. 
The logic of circumstances is hurrying us irresist- 
ivly along to far different conclusions. 
jects of the hour demand at our hands immediate 
and far different consideration. The time for de- | 
liberation gives place, in every earnest mind and 
patriot soul, to a desire,a resolve to act. I shall | 
endeavor, sir, briefly and earnestly to express my 
opinion as to the causes which have produced the | 


existing state of things, to consider our condition, | 


and the duty of every representative man in the || 


premises. 

I have said that this question has been before the | 
country for thirteen years. Every grand princi- | 
ple involved was fully discussed thus long since, | 
and even then it assumed its true political propor- | 
tions. The acquisition of territory from Mexico 
had been consummated for the avowed purpose 
of extending the area of slavery. A proviso was | 
introduced into Congress applying to such ter- | 
ritory the ordinance of Mr. Jefferson. It was 
supported with ability by honorable gentlemen— | 
Senators and Representatives—some of whom 
have remained steadfast in these patriotic opin- 
ions; some of whom have “ fallen asleep;’’ and 
some of whom, “though living, are yet dead.” 
From Congress and from conventions the great 
subject was appealed to the people, and before | 
that august and honest tribunal the case was ar- | 
gued through an exciting and enthusiastic can- | 
vass. ‘The friends of freedom made the issue a 
ae one. Selecting from among their num- 
yer the men in whom they reposed the most con- 
fidence, they gave into their hands the banner-staff 
and baton, and, as their chosen leaders unfurled | 
that flag, upon its stripeless folds and circled with 
its clustering stars, they read the motto: “ Free 
soil, free speech, free labor, and freemen.’’ Among 





| 
. . . 

man an enemy who, from within or without, at- || 
} 


sand votes in the State of New York, and about 


their vigor. 


The Free-soil organization and canvass of 1848 


was the germ and inception of the Republican 
party. i 
evangel of liberty through that canvass, the good 
seed was sown broadcast. Everywhere throughout 
the North, they then, as the Republican party 
now does, proclaimed unwavering hostility to the 
extension of human servitude, non-interference 
with it in the States where it exists by virtue of 
local law, and denied the power of the Federal 


Government to repeal or modify such laws; they | 
proclaimed the nationality of freedom, and the || 
sectionalism of slavery; reaffirmed the policy of | 


the ordinance of 1787; denied the power in the 
Federal Government to *‘ deprive any person of 
life, liberty, or property, without due legal pro- 
cess;’’ denied the power of Congress to make a 


slave, or establish slavery; asserted the power of 


| 


|, Congress to exclude slavery from free territory; 
constitutional changes; but they tender it the sup- || , 
i 
| 


demanded freedom for our brethren in New Mex- 
ico, as well asin Oregon and California; demanded 
economy in all public expenditures, and the sub- 
stitution of ‘election by the people of all civil offi- 
cers as faras practicable,’’ in lieu of appointments, 
and to correct the abuses of executive patronage; 
recommended free grants of public lands to actual 
settlers; and, in order to pay the national debt, 


| its interest, and the current expenses of the Gov- 


ernment, they recommended a “tariff of duties.’’ 
These recommendations, denials, assertions, and 


|| demands, constituted the norris of principle 


upon which the friends of li 


erty waged the polit- 
ical contest of 1548. 


In what, sir, does it differ 


| from the platform of the Republican party in 1860? 


| Certainly in no essential. And one is impressed 


not only with the patriotism of those men who 
framed it, but with their sagacity, and almost 
prophetic forecast. 

To the great mind which conceived, the fervid 
heart which impelled, the true courage which pro- 


| claimed, and the iron will which has maintained 


| the assertion of these principles, prophetic vision 


| is vouchsafed, and the future opens to him with all 
necessary; but, sir, now is no time for essays upon || 


| Honored atnong men wil 


| more honored that, standing firm amid defection 
The pro- || 


' 





their other professions of principle, they solemnly || 


pledged themselves to the country and the world | 
that ‘there must be no more compromises with | 
slavery; if made, they must be repealed;’? that | 
they would * fight on and fight ever, until a tri- 
umphant victory should reward their exertions.’’ 


} 


} 


i 
| 





itsincidents,as the broad eats from cause toeffect. 
this patriot be, and the 


of friends, and mutation of events, he still keeps 


| the **whiteness of his soul.’? Would that all who 


stood with him then, were with him to-day; that 
the uncompromising earnestness of that hour per- 
vaded this; and that freedom should not have 
had occasion to mourn the departure of his com- 
panions and her votaries from the altar and the 
temple. 


The principles of freedom, thus asserted twelve | 


| 
| 


years ago, the great central idea of that struggle 
—resistance to the aggressions of slavery—having 
fallen upon the popular heart of the free States, 

roduced an impression which could not be effaced. 


herever its apostles proclaimed the | 


| 





t came home to the minds, and filled the every- | 


day thoughts, of the masses of the northern peo- 
ple. In the workshop, and amid the marts of 
traffic, and especially among the yeomanry of 
the North, the tillers of ** free soil,’’ and the par- 


ticipants and vindicators of the dignity of ** free | 
labor,’’ the burning thoughts of the advocates of || 


freedom found welcome access. Nor could those 
thoughts be repressed by the so-called compro- 
mises of 1850. Thinking for themselves, the peo- 
ple solved the problem within their own minds, 
and resolved no longer to be accessory to any at- 
tempts to extend the institution of human slavery 
beyond its then limits, I say, they resolved upon 
this in spite of compromises. Sir, the people of 
the North never heartily approved the compro- 
mises of 1850. They realized and understood the 
philosophy embodied in the expression of the men 
of 1848: ‘* There must be no more compromises 
with slavery; if made, they must be repealed.” 
There was a reluctant acquiescence on their part 
with those acts. They felt that they were intended 
to, and did, humiliate them. They justly regarded 
the provision for the rendition of fugitives from 
service as dishonoring to themselves, violative of 
constitutional rights, and as periling the liberty 
of the freeman. They foresaw that, under its or- 


ganic provisions, New Mexico would become a 
Territory, and might become a slave State 


slave 
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t || 
If, in || November, polled one hundred and twenty thou- 
|| free institutions.”’ 
three hundred thousand in the Union; and thus | 


gave an earnest of their sincerity, and proof of i than all, through their love for the Union of the 
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—that same New Mexico for which they had 
**demanded freedom”’ and the ‘‘ establishment of 

But, sir, under the pledge of 
peace, quiet, and finality to agitation, and, more 


States, they yielded a tacit assent; their Repre- 
sentatives signed a solemn league and covenazt 
never to reopen the agitation of the slavery ques- 
tion in Congress, or to support any one who should 
do so; and having thus discharged what they con- 
ceived to be their duty, they returned back to pri- 
vate life; and, by permission of their constituents, 
will remain there forever. So much for the com- 
promisers of 1850. 

In 1852, the Whig and Democratic national 
conventions passed resolutions indorsing these 
compromises, and pledging themselves against a 
reopening of the slavery agitation or discussion. 
Each nominated a presidential candidate, and en- 
tered into the canvass; but the Whig party, par- 


| alyzed by the compromises of 1850, died of their 
| indorsement in 1852. The majestic mourner, hav- 
| ing poured from her party urn the tears of mil- 


| lions, passed through the sepulchral gates, and 





j 
1 





| people of t 


|| stretched herself by the side of Webster, both self- 


slain by a compromise. 

The result of the election of 1852, and the fate 
of Representatives who surrendered the free sen- 
timent of the country to the slave power, proved, 
weer vg eb how deep was the resolve of the 

1e North to resist further aggression’ 
of slavery. 

While acquiescing reluctantly in those compro- 
mises, and permitting one after another of fugi- 
tives to be arrested ,and remanded to slavery, they, 


| through their immediate Representatives, claimed 


and exercised the right to pass such State laws as 
should protect every freeman from unlawful seiz- 
ure, and secure to him his “ inalienable right’’ of 
personal liberty. Such laws were passed with due 


| reference to the Federal Constitution, and in the 


full exercise of their respective State sovereignty; 
Massachusetts, in all this, doing only what Vir- 
ginia had done, and for the same reason. 

While thus legislating to protect freemen from 
slavery, several of the southern States of the Con- 
federacy had legislated to reduce free colored men 
to servitude; and still more of them flagrantly dis- 
regarded the constitutional right ‘ that citizens 
of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges 
and immunities of citizens in the several States.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, the compromise of 1850 is one of 
the causes of the present condition of things. The 
antagonistic systems of freedom and slavery hav- 
ing come in contact, and the former having yielded 
its principles and rights, having, as in 1820, al- 
lowed that to be a compromise which took all 
from the one party and gave to the other, southern 
men naturally supposed thatsuch surrenders, such 
compromises, were the fair, legitimate, order of 
things. They learned to expect, they resolved to 
demand them; and therefore it is that to-day we 
are asked to compromise; and if northern Rep- 
resentatives dare to refuse, the Republic is con- 
vulsed, States secede, the Union is to be dissolved, 


| and war to be waged. 


But, sir, let us examine another cause for the 
present state of things. Notwithstanding the le- 
gislation and pledges of 1850, and their indorse- 
ment by the national conventions of the two great 

arties of the country in 1852, and the pledge of an 

xecutive in his inaugural address, such pledges 
were broken by the Administration and by the 
South in 1854. The slavery subject was again 
‘agitated in Congress and out of it;’’ old com- 
pacts were swept away; old landmarks between 
freedom and slavery were removed; and the whole 
question was reopened. 1 28 

Northern men, subservient to southern inter- 
ests, proposed the measure. Southern men, inan 
evil hour, acceded, and carried it through to its 
consummation. The Missouri compromise was 
repealed, and the entire Territories thrown open 
to the incursions of the slave interest. his 
wrong was done by Democrats and southern Rep- 
resentatives in Congress anda Democratic Exec- 
utive. For what purpose, Mr. Speaker? In order 
that slavery might take possession of the fair do- 
main of Kansas, and might overrun all our other 
territorial possessions. 

What, sir, has been the result? After an em- 
bittered contest, after the sacrifice of priceless 
treasures, the blood and tears of northern menand 
women; efter the realization of more than the con- 
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quering sword of Hyder Ali inflicted upon the 
Carnatic, ** scenes of woe, the like of which no eye 
hath seen, no heart conceived, and which no tongue 
can adequately describe;’’ scenes which found 
the flaming tongue of an American Burke to de- 
nounce in an American Senate as a crime; after 
patience, sufferings, and heroic fortitude, which 
will consecrate the name of Kansas in history, 
even as New England, even as Holland, are con- 
secrated by the sacrifices and struggle of her sons 
for religious and for civil liberty; after all these, 
Kansas has come up, and with garments washed 
from th®blood and mire of oppression and sla- 
very, to-day ranks among the free States of the 
Confederacy, and sits here, by her Representative, 
in the councils of the nation. The thanksgiv- 
ings which will go up from millions of prayerful 
hearts for such a consummation, will be blended 
with petitions that such Representative may be | 
unfalteringly faithful to the hallowed traditions 
which wreathe her pilgrim altars and martyrs. 
What other result has followed the ** Kansas- 
Nebraska inquity?”’ Sir, a result still more dis- | 
tasteful to the South—the organization of the Re-,| 
publican party; or rather, I should say, the reor- | 
ganization of the old Republican party of Jefferson | 
and Madison, founded upon the same principles: 
the assertion and maintenance of human rights, 
and opposition to the further spread of wrong and | 
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| warmest friends, demoralize his party, distract his | amid the monumental streets, and to the impu 


oppression—organized with no desire or intent to || 
infringe upon the Constitution, or to interfere with || 


any of the institutions or reserved rights of the | 
States, but with the real and boldly avouched in- 
tent to repress, in every constitutional way, and | 
by every constitutional means, the extension of | 


human slavery over another inch of free territory; || 


reasserting the sublime truths of the Declaration | 
of Independence, and repledging fealty to them; 

asserting the power and duty of Congress to pro- 
hibit the extension of slavery; denying the power | 
of Congress to establish, extend, or Se 
in any of the Territories; solemnly pledging each | 
member thereof ** to restore the action of the Fed- | 
eral Government to the principles of Washington 


| 
: : “ 
and Jefferson;’’ and declaring ** that the Federal || 


Constitution, the rights ofthe States, and the Union 
of the States, shall be preserved.” 

Sir, this party sprang from the exigencies of 
the time, and from causes existing to-day; and 


was inspired with the same patriotic purposes || 


which actuated the fathers of the Republic. It 
gathered within its organization from all other | 
parties those minds which had been educated upon 
the question of freedom and of human rights. 
Free-soil Democrats—the followers of Wright, of 
Van Buren, and Chase; Whigs—the followers of 
Mr. Clay and of Mr. Seward; the mass of the 
American party in the free States; all men at the 
North except the Democratic allies of the slave 
power and the ultra Abolitionists. ‘The men com- 
posing this party had differed theretofore widely 
upon matters of public policy. They agreed upon 
the great question of opposition to the extension 
and aggressions of slavery. This was the cardinal 
principle of the new party, and all vowed unqual- 
ified allegiance to it, and resolved to press onward 
to the achievement of its triumphs. This fealty 
and resolve contemplated no new compromises to 
aid in the accomplishment of the object desired. 
On the contrary, all concessions and compromises 
were expressly repudiated. One of the most dis- || 
tinguished of their leaders proclaimed that ‘ the || 
day of compromises had passed;’’ and the uni- | 
versal heart responded amen. Professing these 
principles, the Republican party went into the con- 
test in 1856, and by its youthful vigor, and by the | 
commanding purity of its purposes, almost won 
the victory. But, sir, the people were not yet pre- 
pared for the victory; four years more were neces- 
sary to the fulldevelopmentofitsstrength. Those 
four years were years of further education to the | 
northern mind. ; 

The campaign of 1856 was one of enthusiasm. 
Like the strife upon the red crest of Breed’s hill, | 
it was a conflict of gallant militia against trained | 
veterans. The result was that the Republican | 
party was worsted. Democracy was victorious, 
and the present Administration elevated to power. 
Behold in this event, Mr. Speaker, another cause 
for the-prescut condition of things. Like hisimme- 
diate predecessor, the President had made pledges 
but to violate them; had secured his position by 
fraudulent pretenses, and so shaped the entire || 
policy of his Administration as to disappoint his || 


| before to the contrary. 


_ fused to compromise with Republican members || 


| servative an 


country, and bring it to the very verge of destruc- | 
tion; and all this upon the slavery question, 

Sir, the convention which nominated the pres- | 
ent President reiterated the pledge ‘* never to re- 
open the discussion of the slavery question in 
Congress or out of it.” Mr. Buchanan indorsed 
it. Yet both President and party, in open viola- 


E. 


tion of such pledges, attempted to force slavery | 


upon an unwilling people. In Congress, by exec- 


very question was reopened by the Democracy, 
and it has continued until. to-day. 

Aside from the course pursued by the Admin- 
istration upon the question of slavery, the Presi- 
dent has surrounded himself with advisers,.a ma- 


jority of whom, from the beginning, have been 
J y ’ = =) 


conspiring tobring about the presentstate of things. 


Inthe mean time, atevery annual election through- | 
out the North, the great questions involved in the | 
issue between slavery and freedom have been freely | 
discussed, in every Instance without an allusion | 


to compromise, except to repudiate it. The mem- 


bers of the present Congress from the North were | 


mostly elected in 1858, when these questions were 
fully and actively before the country; they were 


elected upon the platform of the Republican party | 


laid downat Philadelphia in 1856, and were pledged 
to carry out the principles therein Wontained. 
They were not elected to make any compromise 
of those principles, and had such been anticipated, 
not one of them would have been elected. 

At the commencement of the last session of 
Congress, the Democratic gentlemen in_ this 
House reopened the agitation of the slavery ques- 
tion, in spite of their pledges made three years 
They continued such 
agitation for two months, and upon the compar- 
atively unimportant question of the election of 


in their places, or raised their vaices but to cast 
their votes, and transact the only legitimate busi- 
ness before this body. 

Sir, not only did the Democratic Representa- 
tives agitate this question, not only the extreme 
gentlemen from the extreme South, but also the 


Representatives from those States which to-day | 


demand compromise and concessions and surren- 
der of our principles. The southern Opposition, 
with several distinguished exceptions, seemed to 
vie with their colleagues of more extreme opin- 
ions in denunciation of Black Republicanism. 
‘These speeches, circulated all over the South, and 
even into so-called conservative districts, have 
done much to misrepresent the opinions and de- 
signs of the Republican party, and pervert south- 
ern sentiment, and are among the immediate and 


powerful causes for the present unhappy condi- | 
' tion of things. 


During that exciting debate the 
O; position Representatives from the South re- 


upon the question of Speaker; they refused to 
vote for a candidate for Speaker, although he 
was well known to them to be a gentieman of 
moderate, not to say conservative, views, upon 
the sldivery question; and when a still more con- 
equally worthy gentleman had been 
substituted, with but a single exception, they still 


_ withheld their support, and persisted in agitating 


| the country, and preventing the organization of 


the Thirty-Sixth Congress. 

Sir, | do not impeach the motives of these hon- 
orable gentlemen. They doubtless supposed they 
were obeying the will of their constituents. But 


And I say further, that it comes with but ill grace 


| from these gentlemen now to reproach Repub- 


licans for failing to exercise a compromising spirit; 
for declining, at their request, to sacrifice. their 


convictions, and disregard the known will of their 
constituents. 


_ And still further, I would say to these conserva- || 
tive gentlemen that, when they have done all which | 


they can do, both here and at home, t6 correct mis- 


| representations of Republican principles and de- 
signs; when, following the patriotic examples of | 


the honorable gentleman from Tennessee, who 
fearlessly read and fairly commented upon the 
platform of the Republican party in his own State, 
and, I think among his own constituents, during 





| 1 do say that by such discussion, and by such a | 
| course of action, they contributed not a little to 
| the present unfortunate condition of the country. 


the last canvass, or of the distinguished gentleman | 


from Maryland, who, during the same canvass, 


| 


‘tek Pe 


1 


\s- 
ive but patriotic citizens of his native city boldly 


|| denounced the misrepresentations which had been 


heaped upon the Republican party, and advo- 
cated the supremacy of the laws, the inviolability 


| of the Constitution, and the duty of good citizens 
to submit themselves to whoever should be elected 








| of dummy in this game of political whist. 


Chief Magistrate of the whole Union, in accord- 
ance with both; when they shall have done all 


7 | this, and failed to secure cheerful obedience to the 
ulive recommendations, the discussion of the sla- || 


constitutional and legal authority, then, sir, wil! 
1 edmit that they may claim at my hands consid- 
eration for terms of compromise and conciliation 

But, Mr. Speaker, not only was the slavery 
question agitated in the last Congress, but the 
same question went into the Democratic nationa 
convention. Sir, it was the power in those con- 
ventions. It dissevered the party and disrupted 
all ties which had bound it together. The Demo- 
cratic party was broken up by its southern mem- 
bers by design. They proposed terms which they 
knew could not be accepted by northern men and 
live. Sir, the leaders of the southern Democracy 
are sagacious men. They know well the senti- 
ment of the North, educated as it has been on 
these questions. ‘There are no more sagaciour 
men, unless it may be the leaders of the northern, 
and particularly of the New York, on 
These, too, know full well the strength of north- 
ern sentiment on the question of opposition to 
slavery extension and aggression, They have 
been made to feel the edge, as well as watch the 
gleam, of the steel. The result was as desired by 
the South—secession from convention, separate 
nominations, a distracted canvass, and an igno- 
minious defeat. 

Sir, long ere the convention met in Charleston, 
secession had become a foregone conclusion with 


|| the extreme South; they labored to accomplish tt 
Speaker. In the mean time, Republicans sat silent | 


by first disrupting the national convention; and 
at that result felt, and some expressed, the same 
joy which Samuel Adams expressed to Hancock 
when he heard the firstgun at Lexingten, ** This 
is a glorious day.’? Thenceforward to them the 
canvass was an affair of secondary importance; 
their primary object was to operate not with the 
people, but with the Administration for the ac- 
complishment of their purpose. The Secretary 
of War was to garrison southern posts with few 
troops, and under the command of officers who 
were supposed to sympathize entirely with seces- 
sion. Artillery, arms, and munitions of war, were 
to be transferred to southern arsenals and depots. 
And the sinews of war were to be materially weak- 
ened by operations upon the Treasury. The See- 
retary of the Navy was to officer and station ships- 
of-war so that resignations and surrenders of our 
armed marine would be easily accomplished. The 
Secretary of the Treasury was to excite panic in 
Wall street, depreciate public stocks, impair the 
public credit, which he was bound to protect, and 
suffer depredations upon the Department under 
his charge; while the President, the worthy head 
of the conspiracy, was to play the dignified part 

) Sir, 
these gentlemen acted with their usual sagacity; 
and how well they have succeeded, let the events 
of the last three months and the present distracted 
condition of the country bear witness. 

In the mean time, the Republican party, ad- 
mirably organized and harmonious, having pro- 
claimed to the country the same principles upon 
which it was founded, and by fidelity to which it 
had grown from infancy to the stature and strength 
of manhood; abating no whit of its uncompro- 
mising hostility to the extension and aggressions 
of slavery,and none of its equally uncompromis- 
ing opposition to interference with the institu- 
tions of any of the States; loyal to the Consti- 
tution, obedient to the laws, and resolved at every 
hazard to preserve the Union of the States, noni- 
inated a candidate who was, and still is, believed 
to be the true exponent of those principles, and 
whose firmness and personal probity had passed 
into a proverb; and with such a platform and 
candidate entered the canvass. 

Sir, there never was a presidential campaign 
conducted with more reference tothe reason, *‘ s0- 


| ber second thought ”’ and discriminating judgment 
| of men, than the campaign which elected Mr. Lin- 


coln President of the United States and secured 
the triumph of Republican principles. Every- 


where throughout the North those principles were 
discussed calmly, dispassionately. 


Every where 
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appreciative multitudes listened to those truths 
with which they were already familiar; and to 
the trrumph of which they believed the country 


would owe relief from intolerable wrongs and bur- | 
dens, and a restoration to the purity, patriotism, | 


and prosperity which had characterized the ad- 


ministrations of Jefferson, Madison, and Jack- | 


son. These convictions, and the determination 


which spring from the loftiest sense of duty, made | 


that party irresistible. Lltoverthrew every obsta- | 


cle, and swept every free State except one. 

Sir, on the 7th day of November last, when Re- 
publicans met upon that hard-fought and well-won 
field, they congratulated themselves, not so much 
upon the election of their gallant leader to the 


| ciliate. Sir, in my opinion, the dignity of the 


Presidency as upon the victory which had been | 


vouchsafed to freedom, justice, and humanity. 
These, sir, were their real leaders, and are now. 

Mr. Speaker, | have thus cursorily glanced at 
the political incidents of the last twelve years, 
not only to show the causes for the present con- 
dition of public affairs, springing from the errors 


_ ence of the Republican party. 


the integrity of a mere organization to the peace | 


of the opponents end the mistakes of the luke- | 
warm supporters of freedom, but also, as show- || 


ing the gradual but never retrograding advance of 
free sentiments throughout the North, as showing 
the educational process through which, by de- 
grees, the popular mind in the free States have 
arrived at the deliberate determination to oppose, 
by every constitutional means, the extension of 
auman slavery over another foot of free territory, 
and to oppose, in every legal manner, each and 
every aggression of the slave power upon the 
rights or privileges of free citizens. Let me as- 


the liberty for which the Revolution was waged, 
| the Declavation of Independence published, and | 


sure you, gentlemen of the South, that the peo- | 
ple of the North have formed that determination; || 


that they will abide by it. 

The people of the North deem the election of 
Mr. Lincoln the surest, strongest evidence, not of 
their power, but of the power of this chastened 
and exalted public opinion. They have regarded 
hiselecttonas the dethronement of the slave power 
behind Presidents, Cabinets, the judiciary, and 
the Federal Legislature. They have regarded his 
election as the nationalization of freedom; as the 
restoration of the Government to the policy of 
earlier and better days. In short, the people of 
the North regard the election of Mr. Lincoln as 


the assurance that the day of compromises has | 


indeed and forever passed; that henceforth sla- 
very shall have all the consideration which is con- 
stitutionally due to it, and no more; that freedom 
shall have all its rights recognized and respected. 

Mr. Speaker, 0 sooner was the result of the 
election known than the extreme South, led on 


_ last canvass, this party snatched from the very 
_ brink of destruction that liberty with all its holy | 








modes of conciliation recommended in the mes- | 
sage. . . | 
By the votes of Republican Representatives, || 
**such portions of said message as referred to the | 
perilous condition of the country”’ were referred | 
| 

| 


to a select committee of one from each State, with 
power to report measures of conciliation. Here, 
sir, in my judgment, was the first great error of 
the representatives of freedom. By such action 
there was a tacit admission that the Republican 
party had done something wrong, which it was 
the duty of that party to redress. Or there was 
an intimation that Republicans deemed it their 
duty to make apparent or real concessions to con- 


representatives of free principles would have been 
better conserved by a prompt and emphatic re- 
buke of the presumption; and not only the dig- 
nity, but the harmony, integrity, and very exist- 


Sir, let me not be misunderstood as preferring 


and unity of the "Republic. I speak in no such | 
sense. I believe that this Republiean party is 
something more than an organization; that it has 
had confided to it by the people the noblest trust— 
that of preserving and transmitting to posterity 
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Resolved, That the overt acts of treason of those mem. 
bers of the national Government who have countenanced 
and viven aid to secession and rebellion are in direct vio- 
lation of their oaths as officers, and should receive the con- 


| demnation of all true patriots. 


Resolved, Tat we confide fully in the wisdom and pa- 
triotism of Abraham Lincoln, our Chief Magistrate elect, 

Resolved, That the platiorm of principles laid down by 
the national Republican convention at Chicago, contains 
the true expression of our political faith. 

Resolved, That the prompt tender of men and money by 
the Governor and Legislature of the State to the Federal 
Government, to aid in the enforcement of the laws, de- 
serves and receives the cordial approval of the people. 

Resolved, That the firm adherence of the offigers of the 
Army to the cause of the Constitution merits our warm- 
est approval. We rejoice that General Scott is preserved 
to us to jead our armies in these times of trouble and re- 
volt, and we have no fears for success while the hero of a 
| hundred fights is the leaderin the conflict. Our thanks are 

especially due to the gallant Major Anderson, whose cuon- 
duct in the harbor of Charleston has won for bim a fame 
which will enroll his name with the noblest names in the 
Republic. 

Resolved, That we call upon all true patriots, without re- 
spect to political party, to cooperate with us in maintaining 
the Constitution and cuforcing the laws. 

On motion, tt was 

Resolved, That a copy of the proceedings of this con- 

- vention be forwarded to our United States Senators, to our 
Representatives in Congress, and to our members in the 
State Legislature. 

Resolved, That these proceedings be published in the 

| Columbia Republican, Albany Evening Journal, and the 


i 
' 


\\ New York Tribune. 


| E. G. WILBOR, President, 





the Constitution framed. I believe, sir, that, in the | 
| 





incidents; and when my mind is prepared to see 
that party broken up by universal consent, | | 
shall so far have become recreant as to prefer des- | 
potism to liberty, and slavery to freedom. I say | 


NELSON RUSK, V ce President. 
CHARLES A. STEVENS, Secretary. 


Mr. Speaker, the result of this committee of 
thirty-three is before us now. It is the special 
order of theday. It is before us in the shape of 
compromises, concessions, and additional guar- 
_antees of slavery. With these propositions be- 





frankly and kindly to all gentlemen, that if the || 
_ ordinary policiesof party were thethingsto becom- | 
|| promised, if questions of tariffs, of public lands, 
| of treaty stipulations, of territorial boundaries, or 


| the expansion ef territorial limits, were all that 
| divided our southern brethren and ourselves, T | 


these, | would, under ordinary circumstances, 


by South Carolina, proceeded to the execution of | 


the plans long since contemplated by them. Le- 


gislatures were convened and conventions called. | 


Open resistance to the Federal Government was 
proclaimed. Armed men were concentrated, and 
moved upon Federal posts; and the intention was 
boldly avowed never to submit to the administra- 
tion of a Republican President. The old doctrine 
of secession was revived and advocated; and all 


appearances justified the opinion that it would be || 


consummated. ‘These acts and doctrines pro- 


duced a deep sensation throughout the slavehold- | 
ing Siates. The excitement spread, and threat- 


ened ultimately to involve the whole fifteen States 
in the same acuon, 

With such a state of affairs existing in the Re- 
yublic, Congress convened on the 3d of Decem- 


ver, and on the 4th received the annual message | 


of the President. Sir, in my judgment, this was 


the critical momentof the Republic; this the great | 


opportunity which the genius of a Napoleon, or 


the firmness, discernment, and patriotism of a | 


Jackson, would have seized to repress treason, 
vindicate the Constitution and laws, restore con- 
fidence in the Union, and tranquillity to the coun- 


try. But, sir, that firmness, discernment, and pa- | 


triotism, were altogether wanting in the President. 
His message to Congress was an indignity to this 
body, and to the mass of the northern people. 


His suggestions of compromises, concessions, and | 


further guarantees lo slavery, were the commence- 


| 


| 
| 


j 


ment of a new order of things in this body; and || 


should such or other compromises pass by Re- 
publican votes, I trust the paternity will be con- 
ceded. Sir, it was most befitting, after the Presi- 
dent had insulted the constituency of every Re- 
publican Representative by base and groundless 
charges, that several of those Representatives 
should indorse each allegation by adopting the 


' 
| 


| 


| to secure them, I will never sacrifice; nor will I | 
| consent by my voice or vote to compromise them 


would, under ordinary circumstances, cheerfully || 


yield, compromise, and concede. 
But, sir, those great principles of freedom, jus- 
tice, and humanity, and the organization bound 


in the slightest degree. Like man’s courage and 
woman’s honor, they should remain unsullied and | 
unsuspected. 

I have said, sir, that, upon other questions than 


yield; but, sir, | would not yield even those, under | 
menace; and for that reason, also, was I opposed 
to the compromise committee of thirty-three. We | 
were menaced then, we are menaced now; and it 
is by these powerful influences that we are to be 
coerced. Sir, | am opposed to this kind of co- | 
ercion. And inthis,as upon the other principles, 
I rejoice that I am supported by my people. 
Republican County Convention. 

Ata convention of the Republicans ot the county of Co- 
lumbia, held in the city of Hadson, on the 17th day of Jan- 
uary, 1861, Edward G. Wilbar was chosen president, Nel- 
son Rusk, vice president, and Charlies A. Stevens, seeretary. | 

On motion of John 8. Gould, a committee of seven was | 
appointed by the Chair to present resolutions for the con- | 
sideration of the convention, as follows: J. 8. Gould, J. 
G. Palen, John Cadman, J. P. Dorr, W. H. Barnes, H. 8. 
Van De Carr, and William H. Hawver. 

The convention then adjourned to 2 o’clock, p. m. 

The convention again assembled at 2, p. m., and the 





| committee reported the followin#resolutions ; which, on 


motion, were unanimously adopted : 

Resolved, That ay concession to, or compromise with, 
any State or other body of men while in actual rebellion | 
against our Federal Government, is utterly impracticable, 
and inconsistent with our national dignity. 

Resolved, That we are now, as we have ever been, in | 
favor of observing with inviolable fidelity all the provisions 
of the Constitution and the laws as expounded by the 
fathers of the Republic; and that we rejoice that in all the | 
congressional struggles between freedom and slavery, our | 
Representatives have never, by word or action, encouraged | 
the disunion sentiments which for many years past have | 
been professed by the Representatives of the slaveholding | 
States, both in and out of Congress. 

Resolved, That the cruelty and ill-treatment which have | 
been practiced in the southern States on peaceable northern | 
citizens, who have been murdered, beaten, exiled, and sub- | 
jected to every’species of insult and abuse, on the mere 
suspicion that they love freedom better than slavery, excite | 
our warmest indignation; and that we emphatically call 
upon the General Government to extend its protection over | 
such citizens where domiciliated in the southern States or | 
while traveling through them. 

Resolved, That we repudiate the doctrine of secession as | 





lieve the Constitution, as formed by our fathers, is an in- | 
dissoluble Government, which “ must and shail be pre- 
served.’’ 


| fore us, we are prepared clearly to define our 
| position. 

Sir, | am opposed to any and all compromises— 

1. Because they are to be extorted from us by 
threats of dissolution of the Union in case we re- 
fuse. I desire to see the strength of this Govern- 
ment tested, and to know whether the Union is 
a Federal rope of sand, to be washed away by 
every wave of passion, or an * indissoluble Gov- 
| ernment.”” 

2. Because they will fail to accomplish the rein- 
tegration of the Union. 

Six States have already seceded, and will not 
be parties to the transaction or bound by it, and 
| one, if not more, has avowed her determination 
| never to come back even upon the principle of re- 
construction; and several of them are represented 
in a convention to form a suutherh confederacy, 


|| and have formed such confederacy. 


3. Because the Republican party is not now in 
power, and should not submit to any terms asa 
condition-precedent to obtaining it. 

Gn cca has been constitutionally elected ; 
| entertains no principles hostile to the interests of 

any one of the States. We are resolved to inau- 
| gurate him in the same constitutional: manner. 
| In the words of the distinguished Senator elect 
| from Ohio, ‘* inauguration first, adjustment after- 
ward.”’ 

4. Because the sentiment of nine tenths of the 
Republicans of the free States is opposed to com- 
promise of principle. I speak not of the commer- 
cial circles, where the opinion of Mr. Webster 
prevails, that ‘* Governments were instituted to 
protect property,’’ no matter of what kind; but of 
the invelligemt masses of the free country, where, 
upon the mountain sides, in the valleys, and along 
the rivers of the North, no shackle rings—no un- 
paid labor degrades, but where to work is to be 
ennobled, and where the god of Freedom baptizes 
the foreheads of his sons with the dew of toil. 
These men want no compromises with slave la- 
| bor—no unfair competition between their adven- 
| turous toil and the investments of southern cap- 
| ital. These men believe that ‘to secure the 
| inalienable tights of life and liberty; governments 
were instituted among men.”’ ; 

Gentlemen tell us that these compromises are 
not expected or intended to conciliate the Gulf 
States, but to strengthen the Union sentiment in 
the border slave States, and prevent further seces- 
sions. Sir, no one can respect the Union senti- 
ment more than I do; no one more ardently desires 





| that the integrity of this great nation may be pre- 


served. But I say to gentlemen from the border 


| held by South Carolina and other States, and that we be- | States, you ask of us the surrender of our honor 


| as well as of our principles; you ask of us what 
in no case you would be willing to yield to us. | 





